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Current Topics. 
The Law of Property Consolidation Bills. 


Ir WILL BE seen from the answer given by the Prime Minister 
to Mr. Foor, which we print under “ In Parliament,” that the 
Real Property Consolidation Bills are to be proceeded with this 
session. Mr. Ramsay MacpoNaLp did not, however, state 
whether the coming into operation of the Law of Property Act, 
1922, is to be postponed. As matters stand, it is fixed to com- 
mence next January, but, considering the probable size of the 
Consolidation Bills and the time required for their consideration, 
and also for the profession to become familiar with them when 
they have been passed—it seems hardly possible that the new 
system can be put in operation in ten months’ time. The 
consolidation must include the Conveyancing Acts, the Settled 
Land Acts, the Trustee Acts, and the Land Transfer Acts, and 
it is possible that it will include other Acts. And, preparatory 
to this, there will have to be an Act making the alterations in the 
Act of 1922 which have been found to be necessary. It may be 
presumed that a decision has now been made as to the postpone- 
ment of the new system, and it would be convenient if this could 
be announced without further delay. As a matter of fact, the 
new consolidating Judicature Act just introduced into the House 
of Lords by Lord Murr Mackenzig, which incorporates certain 
provisions of Lord BirKENHEAD’s Act, postpones their operation 
until Ist January, 1926, and therefore, presumably, the other 
and more important consolidating bills will do the same. 


The New Solicitor-General for Scotland. 


Mr. Fenton, who has been appointed Solicitor-General for 
Scotland, has not hitherto been known as a political supporter 
of Labour, and it is presumed that he accepts office on the same 
non-partisan terms as the Lord Advocate. Although, of course, 





less eminent than Mr. MacMu..an, the new Solicitor-General is 
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a practitioner of experience and standing in Parliament House 
who has achieved success in several branches of practice ; his 
general record has resembled in some ways that of Sir HENRY 
Sesser. He isa sound commercial lawyer, a good conveyancer, 
and something of an authority on industrial law and workmen’s 
compensation practice—three rather dissimilar branches which 
in England would be relegated to distinct specialists, but in 
Scotland, where there is little or no specialising at the Bar, are 
not infrequently found in the same hands. Mr. FENTon is a 
shrewd, clear-headed Scot, rather of the type known as“ canny,” 
perhaps a trifle “dour”; he is a formidable and tenacious 
fighter as an advocate, but, like many tenacious fighters, slow to 
enter into a fight if an action can be reasonably settled. Although 
not a partisan in politics, he is understood to be a persona grata 
with miners and shipbuilders owing to his frequent appearance 
as an advocate in cases specially affecting workmen, just as in 
the days before his appointment to the High Court Bench, 
Mr. Justice Sankey, although a Conservative, was popular with 
the Welsh miners in whose cases he was invariably briefed. 
Mr. Fenton's appointment is probably, therefore, somewhat of 
a concession to Clydeside sentiment, which is undoubtedly 
annoyed by the appointment of so conspicuous a Conservative as 
Mr. MacMILLan to the important office of Lord Advocate. 


Mr. Holman Gregory and the Dock Sirike Enquiry. 


THE sELecTion of Mr. Hotman Grecory, K.C., as Chairman 
of the Industrial Commission of Enquiry into the Dock Strike, 
a post which on the occasion of the last Enquiry was filled by 
Lord Sxaw, will be generally regarded as a happy augury of the 
impartiality which the Labour Government intend to preserve 
in labour disputes. Mr. Grecory, we need hardly say, was 
formerly a solicitor, but came to the Bar nearly thirty years ago 
and rapidly rose to the position of a favourite leader on the 
King’s Bench side. Sitting in Parliament from 1918 to 1922 asa 
Coalition Liberal member, he was generally expected on at least 
two occasions to be next in succession for the Solicitor-Generalship : 
but political accidents deprived him of the prize. In 1918, when 
Lord BirkennEeaD became Chancellor and Sir Gorpon Hewart 
Attorney, it was expected that Mr. Grecory would be offered 
the Solicitorship, but this appears not to have been done, solely 
because the balance of office between Liberals and Conservatives 
in the Ministry compelled the appointment of a Conservative. 
Later on, when Sir Gorpon Hewarrt became Lord Chief Justice 
and Sir Exnest Po.tock Attorney, Mr. Grecory seemed certain 
of promotion ; but in the meantime an anti-Liberal reaction had 
set in which compelled Mr. Luoyp Grorce to give all vacancies 
to Conservatives. Mr. Hotman Grecory is not only a sound 
and conscientious lawyer, but he is one of the few present-day 
leaders who can be really eloquent as an advocate ; he is moreover 
a man of sympathetic and persuasive personality. It is to be 
hoped that these gifts may avail to bring peace to the troubled 
waters of our present industrial conflicts. Since these lines 
were sent to the press we are glad to learn that a settlement 
of the Dock Strike is in sight. 


The Statutory Authority for the Dock Enquiry. 


Tue erarvrory authority under which the Dock Strike 
Enquiry was appointed is Part Il of the Industrial Courts 
Act, 1919. This Act was introduced into the House of Commons 
just before 2let November, 1919, on which day there expired 
the provisions of the Wages (Temporary Regulation) Act, 1918, 
which iteelf had possessed an extended life. The result was that 
al! provisions for the payment of prescribed war rates of wages 
and for compulsory resort to the Interim Court of Arbitration 
came to an end on that date. Some modified provisions for 
conciliation in trade disputes were obviously necessary ; and it 
wae to provide these that a new Act was passed. Its objects 
were (1) continuation of the stabilization of wages until Wth 
Bepteasber, 1920-—a provision which has now long since spent 
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its force ; (2) the provision for a standing court for the settlement 
of industrial disputes ; and (3) a provision for judicial engyj 
and report into the causes and circumstances of apprehended gp 
existing trade disputes. Part I sets up the “ Standing Industrig] 
Court,” which only has jurisdiction when either the parties (or jp 
certain cases, the Minister of Labour) refers matters for settlement 
to one of its divisions: Industrial Court Act, s. 3 (2) (3) (4), 
Part II sets up Courts of Enquiry, whose function is to re 
impartially on disputes which neither the parties nor the Minister 
(where he has powers) refer to the Industrial Court ; in such cages 
the Court of Enquiry investigates and reports, but can give no 
decision binding on the parties: tbid., s. 4. The Minister of 
Labour is empowered to and has in fact enacted Rules of Pro 
cedure for such Courts of Enquiry which can (1) enforce the 
attendance of witnesses, (2) compel the production of documents, 
and (3) furnish interim reports to the Minister to be laid before 
Parliament : ibid., ss. 4 (4), (5), and 5 (1) (2). 


The Irish Judicature Changes: A Scottish Precedent. 


Optnton IN Scottish legal circles, we understand, is not go 
critical of President Cosarave’s ‘‘ Decentralization ”’ of the Irish 
Courts as is that of English barristers. Throughout the Inns of 
Court the gloomy vaticinations expressed by Lord Justice 
O'Connor, whose letter to The Freeman we printed recently, 
ante, p. 24, are generally shared. It is assumed that the new 
system must lead to the sub-division of the Irish Bar intoa 
multitude of local and provincialized groups of practitioners, the 
destruction of its prestige, and the departure from Dublin of 
that galaxy of learned and witty lawyers who in the eighteenth 
and nineteenth centuries gave to the Irish. capital its tone of 
brilliancy and intellectuality. Scots advocates, however, are 
taking a very different point of view. They remark that, asa 
matter of fact, the new Irish system is not much more than a 
copy of the Scottish legal structure as it has existed ever since 
James V reformed the Court of Session on French models in 
1532; yet no bar is less localized, less provincialized, possesses 
more prestige in its national capital, and stands higher alike in 
social and intellectual reputation than does the Scottish. Of 
course, it does not follow that the same causes will have similar 
effects in Catholic Ireland and in Calvinist Caledonia. But at 
any rate it does appear that “‘ Decentralization ” is not essentially 
and of necessity fatal to the existing organization of the Bar. 
President CosGrave’s changes may be compared briefly with the 
Scots system. He proposes to set up locai district courts, with 
practically unlimited jurisdiction in civil matters and wide 
criminal jurisdiction in counties and important towns; this is 
practically the Scottish system of Sheriff-courts. He proposes to 
turn the Irish Supreme Court at Dublin into little more than an 
appeal court; but the Scots Court of Session is, in practice, 
chiefly a court of appeal from the Sheriffs within whose jurisdiction 
all except a few special classes of actions, e.g., divorces, ate 
normally commenced. Again, it is proposed to make barristers 
and solicitors equally eligible for local judgeships ; this already 
exists north of the Tweed, where a number of Sheriff-substitutes 
are writers, not advocates. Lastly, barristers and solicitors are 
to be given equal audience in these local courts ; but they have 
always been on this footing in the Scottish Sheriff-courts. It is 
permissible, therefore, to believe that President CosGRAvE's 
experiment is less revolutionary than it seems. 


Lost Identity of Reconstructed Dwelling-houses. 


A LEARNED correspondent discussed*in an interesting letter 
last week, ante, p. 382, our article on the decision of the High 
Court in Stockham y. Easton, ante, p. 360; The point of that 
case, it will be recollected, turns on the status of a flat in# 
partially reconstructed house pending the completion of it# 
reconstruction into separate self-contained flats, It is common 
ground to all parties in this controversy that the house in question, 
which consix'ed of four floors, would have been—and ultimately, 
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Settlement fact, was—reconstructed into four “ separate self-contained 
ial enguj ” when the total reconstruction of the house was completed ; 
-hended or that date on, each of these four flats was outside the pro- 
Industria] fon of the Rent Restriction Act of 1920 as a flatina house 
rties (orin Mich has been reconstructed into two or more separate self- 
settlement Migntained flats : ibidem, s. 12 (9). But at the date of the letting 


2) (3) (4), 
to Teport 
e Minister 
such Cases 
Nn give no 


one floor had been converted into a self-contained flat ; this 
was let, and the court in fact found that it was a “ new 
” so as to be excluded from the operation of the Act. Our 
mspondent ingeniously suggests that the Divisional Court 
d have saved themselves the trouble of considering whether 


linister of floor was or was not a ‘‘ new house ” by holding that the flat 
°S Of Pro MBjcame a ‘‘ separate self-contained ” flat at the date when it was 
force the [pconverted, with the result that no right of apportionment as 
cuments, Mipiween it and the rent of the house would exist after the 


id before 


dent. 


is not so 
the Irish 
e Inns of 
| Justice 


recently, 


the new 
ar into @ 
ners, the 
ublin of 


chteenth 
| tone of 
Ver, are 
lat, as a 
» than a 
yer since 
odels in 
yOssesses 
alike in 
ish. Of 
- similar 

But at 
entially 
he Bar, 
vith the 
ts, with 
id wide 

this is 
poses to 
than an 
ractice, 
sdiction 
e8, are 
rristers 
already 
stitutes 
‘ors are 
y have 
. Itis 
|RAVE'S 


| letter 
» High 
if that 
it in @ 
of ite 
mmon 
estion, 
nately, 


lete alteration had been made. We do not follow this 
gument. At the date of partial reconstruction the whole house 
indeed been converted, as our correspondent truly says, into 
meself-contained flat and a tenement consisting of the remaining 
ie floors : but such a house clearly has not been reconstructed 
ito two or more separate self-contained flats.” One flat plus 
tenement house are not equivalent to two [or more] self- 
ined flats. Therefore s. 12 (9) does not apply at the date of 
irtial reconstruction ; it does apply, of course, when the whole 
meonstruction into four flats has been carried out; that was 
min question, and is not material, since the letting took place 
ing before that stage. Presumably, therefore, the Act still 
protected the flat when it was first let to the new tenant, and 
terefore he then acquired a right to “ apportionment ’—unless, 
wthe court in fact held, this flat had become a “‘ new house,” in 
thich case it is excluded from the protection of the Act whatever 
lappens or does not happen to the rent of the house. We do 
mt quite see how this right to apportionment, had it once 
aisted, could be lost by an act of the landlord for which the 
jmant is not responsible. Probably it was reasoning of this kind 
thich compelled the court to reject our correspondent’s tempting 
—but, it is submitted, doubtful—short route to the same 
taclusion which it in fact reached more circuitously, 


er-claims in Discontinued Actions. 

Tae PrEsIDENT’s decision in the Sagicava, on which we 
mented, ante, p. 334, has now been upheld, as we anticipated, 
the Court of Appeal: Times, 14th inst. The question was 
tether in a High Court action which is discontinued by the 
jaintifis before pleadings are either delivered or ordered the 
dants can insist on keeping the action alive for the purpose 
deetting up a counter-claim of which they have given informal 
mtice to the plaintiffs, or at any rate which the plaintiffs know 
iky intend to set up. Had there been pleadings, and had the 
tdendants delivered their defence and counter-claim, no difficulty 
wuld have arisen; in such circumstances the plaintiffs can 
tiontinue the action on giving notice of their intention to do so, 
ltsuch discontinuance does not prevent the defendants from 
misting on trial—in that action—of the counter-claim. This is 
thar from the provisions of Order XXI, r. 16, which is in the 
hllowing terms: “ If, in any case in which the defendant sets 
a counter-claim, the action of the plaintiff is stayed, dis- 
tatinued, or dismissed, the counter-claim may nevertheless be 
Mieeeded with.” This rule was enacted, of course, to give full 
thet to the new status, that of counter-claim, conferred by s. 24 
@the Judicature Act, 1873, in what previously had been a 
#ial kind of cross-action. But the defendants desired to put 
iWery sweeping construction on r. 16, and to suggest that it is 
Mtin any way limited to counter-claims actually “ set up” in 
the pleadings, but may include also a counter-claim of which the 
Mhintifis have otherwise adequate notice. In the particular 
fumstances, it will be recollected, a collision between a Greek 
dan English vessel had taken place in the territorial waters of 
witaltar, and the Greek vessel had been sunk, so that no action 
Htem was possible against it, and no action én personam possible 
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against its owners in the English courts. But the Greek owners 
had taken proceedings in rem against the English ship, first in 
Gibraltar (afterwards discontinued) and then in England, so that 
a counter-claim in personam was possible in accordance with our 
procedure. Were this action discontinued, the English owners 
would have no remedy in our English courts against the Greeks, 
It was therefore vital to them to maintain this action in being, 
and to do so they had to put the wide meaning for which they 
contended on “‘ setting up” a counter-claim. The only other 
relevant rule, Order XIV, r. 4, which relates to summary 
proceedings where pleadings are prima facia dispensed with, 
allows a counter-claim to be set up “ by affidavit” of the 
defendant. But neither r. 16 of Order XXI nor r. 4 of Order XIV 
give any countenance to the view that counter-claims can be 
“set up” otherwise than by some authorized step in pleading, 
whether formal pleadings or affidavits in lieu thereof where the 
proceedings are summary. Hard cases make bad law; and the 
Court of Appeal felt it necessary to abstain from giving point to 
this maxim. So the right to compel continuance was negatived. 


Appeals Based on Surprise. 

THAT APPLICATIONS for arbitration in Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion cases may be attended with wholly unexpected developments, 
which, if they could be foreseen, might well cause those who 
contemplate making such applications to hesitate before doing 
so, is well illustrated by the recent case of Golden v. Swift of 
Coventry, Ltd. (not yet reported), where, however, the result 
was, under the particular circumstances, attended by expressions 
of regret both in the House of Lords and in the Court of Appeal. 
The workman in that case had received a blow on the right cheek 
in the course of his employment.. After having his wound dressed 
he was able to return to work on the same day and continued 
at his work for four months, when he had a stroke and died. 
A post-mortem examination showed a large hemorrhage on the 
brain. The widow made an application for compensation, and 
the county court judge, after hearing the evidence of eminent 
medical experts on behalf of the employers to the effect that the 
hemorrhage could not have been caused by any external injury, 
made an award in favour of the employers. Thereupon the 
widow appealed on the ground of surprise and sought to introduce 
fresh evidence to contradict that upon which the county court 
judge had based his decision. The Court of Appeal dismissed the 
appeal, and Lord SreRNDALE, in giving judgment, said (16 
B.W.C.C., at p. 42) :“ The application is based on the ground of 
surprise, but there is no foundation for it. The only surprise 
suggested is that medical evidence was called for the respondents. 
I should have thought they would have been far more surprised 
if no such evidence had been called. There is no ground for the 
application at all.” Lord BrrkENHEAD, in the course of his speech 
said that the short answer was that if the appellant’s legal 
advisers were taken by surprise they had no right to be; that 
their proper course was to have applied to the county court judge 
for an adjournment, and that if that course had been taken he 
(Lord BrrkENHEAD) could not have doubted that the judge would 
readily have granted an adjournment. Expert medical evidence 
is, admittedly, as liable to contradiction as that of most kinds of 
expert evidence, and if a county court judge were to be hampered 
in his discrimination with regard to the acceptance of medical 
testimony, he would be greatly impeded in the execution of his 
duties. The moral to be drawn from this case, as applied to 
legal proceedings generally, seems to be that a litigant who, 
failing at the time to appreciate the tactics of his opponent, 
refrains from making a protest until an adverse decision has been 
given and then appeals on no stronger ground than that he has 
been taken by surprise, must expect short shrift in proceedings 
before a higher tribunal. 

The Rule of Res /psa Loquitur. 


A someWuar novel application of the principle usually expreased 
in the Latin maxim, Res tpse logudtur, led the Court of Appeal 





to allow a new trial on the ground of misdireetion by Mr, Justice 
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Daruinc, in Union Jack Photo Plays, Limited v. Gaumont 
Company, Limited, Times, 6th inst. The plaintiff company 
had arranged with the defendant company to cut down a piece, 
consisting of ten cinematograph reels, and re-assemble five reels 
as a new piece ; the ten reels were duly delivered to the defendants 
for this purpose, and some of them went a-missing. The question 
arose as to who was responsible for the loss of the missing pieces ; 
the plaintiffs claimed against the defendants for the value of the 
reels on three alternative grounds, either (1) breach of an implied 
obligation in the contract to return the reels, or (2) detention 
without lawful right of the reels not returned, or (3) conversion 
of these reels. The issue in substance boiled down to the simple 
question whether there was any evidence that the defendants 
had been guilty of negligence in allowing the reels to go missing. 
Primé facie, the bailee of an article for a special purpose must 
use due diligence to keep it safely, and the onus lies on him to 
show that he has done so ; if he loses the article bailed there is a 
prima facie presumption of negligence in accordance with the rule 
Res ipsa loquitur. Mr. Justice DaRLine had directed that the 
onus was on the plaintiffs to prove an act of negligence ; this view 
the Court of Appeal declined to accept and, therefore, they 
ordered a new trial. 


Acceptance of Rent after Writ Issued. 


A VERY INGENIOUS suggestion is made by a learned writer in 
the current Law Quarterly Review, 1924, p. 14, in commenting on 
Mr. Justice RussExu’s decision in Civil Service Co-operative 
Society, Ltd. v. McGrigor’s Trustee, 1923, 2 Ch. 347. In that case, 
a landlord issued a writ claiming forfeiture of a lease for breach of 
covenant. After the issue of the writ his agent sent in a demand 
for the rent due ; this was tendered, and heaccepted the same. The 
defence pleaded that this acceptance amounted to a waiver of the 
forfeiture ; but the learned judge held that the issue of the writ 
amounted to an election to treat the lease as forfeited, and that 
no subsequent demand for rent could either (1) rescind the election 
[Quod semel in electionibus placuit amplius displicere non potest}, 
or (2) amount to a novation of the tenancy by waiver, or (3) estop 
the landlord from relying on the forfeiture. Our contemporary, 
however, suggests that the defendant might have counter- 
claimed, setting up a new implied tenancy arising out of the 
demand and acceptance of rent: Freeman v. Evans, 1923, 
1 Ch. 36. But the reply at once suggests itself: acceptance of 
rent already due does not imply a new tenancy, only an old one— 
and that is at an end by forfeiture. 














Strict Settlements of Money. 


THE settlement of moneys to be held by the trustees as if the same 
were capital moneys arising under the Settled Land Acts from a 
sale of settled freeholds does not operate to make those moneys 
property that will pass under successively limitations of estates 
tail. In other words moneys cannot be entailed by the mere 
device of constituting them notionally capital moneys. Many 
conveyancers had fully realised this fact long prior to the 
decision of the late Lord Parker in the case of Re Walker, 1908, 
2 Ch. 705. But his lordship’s decision in that case appears to 
put the matter beyond all reasonable doubt. The decision in 
that case has in effect been affirmed by the Court of Appeal in the 
recent case of In re Twopeny’s Settlement: Monro v. Twopeny, 
reported elsewhere. 

In order effectually to settle money so as to cause it to run 
with an entail, passing for instance from tenant in tail to tenant 
in tail by descent, it is necessary to create an imperative trust 
for the conversion of the money into fee simple lands. On the 
principle that equity regards as done that which ought to be done, 
the money becomes real estate, and the estates tail limited in the 
settled realty are applicable to the money from the outset. But 
to work this notional conversion there must be an imperative 
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trust to lay out the money in the purchase of real estate. If th 
conversion is not imperative there is no notional conversion from 
the outset. 

If money is given to trustees upon trust to apply it as if it wep, 
capital money, there is no imperative trust for conversion fron 
the outset. The reason for this lies in the fact that it is open tp 
the tenant for life or for those who exercise the powers of a tenant 
for life under the Settled Land Acts to direct the investment ¢ 
capital money in the purchase of leaseholds. Under s. 21 of th, 
Act of 1882 capital money arising under the Acts is required tp 
be invested or applied in certain alternative ways. One of they 
ways is the purchase of land of leasehold tenure held for sixty 
years or more unexpired at the time of purchase. By s, 24 gf 
that Act it is provided that land acquired by purchase shall lp 
made subject to the settlement in manner directed by that section, 
and that section provides that leasehold land shall be vested jy 
the trustees on trusts and subject to powers and provisions 
corresponding, as nearly as the law and circumstances permit, 
with the uses, trusts, powers and provisions to, on and subject 
to which freehold land is to be conveyed under that section; 
but so nevertheless that the beneficial interest shall not veg 
absolutely in a tenant in tail by purchase who dies an infant. 

The effect, therefore, of the statutory provisions in relation to 
the application and investment of capital moneys is to allow of 
the capital money being invested in the purchase of leaseholds 
held for years, which constitute personal estate. The Act con- 
templates the vesting of that personal estate in the first tenant 
in tail by purchase on his attaining his majority. In other words 
the Act makes it optional, at the instance of the investing party, 
whether the capital moneys are to continue to pass with the 
entailed realty, or are to pass out of the settlement, as personal 
estate. Herein lies the infirmity of the mode of settling moneys 
as if they were capital moneys. The imperative trust for 
conversion is lacking. 

The first tenant in tail by purchase takes the personalty settled 
by reference to the limitations of the settled realty, where there 
has been no effective notional conversion of that personalty into 
realty. Ordinarily he would take the personalty on his birth. 
It had long been the practice of conveyancers to insert a clause 
preventing the vesting of such personalty in any tenant in tail 
by purchase who died under the age of twenty-one, and the 
framers of the Act of 1882 adopted this clause. Whether it was 
appreciated, when that Act was passed, that the tenant for life, 
or whoever had the power to direct the investment or application 
of capital moneys, could under the Act alter the destination of 
the settled property, may be doubted. But in point of practice 
the purchase of leaseholds out of capital moneys is not a common 
mode of application. 

It would now appear to be no longer open to question the 
soundness of Lord PARKER’s judgment in Re Walker, supra. 
His lordship, in effect, laid it down that it was not competent 
in a settlor to settle money so as to devolve with entailed lands 
except by creating an imperative trust for conversion ; and that, 
for the reasons intimated above, no imperative trust for con- 
version is created by merely directing the trustees to hold the 
moneys as if they were capital moneys arising from a sale of the 
settled freeholds. It may now be too late in the day to suggest 
that the effect of the Act of 1882 was to destroy the possibility 
of settling moneys to run with entailed lands, even by means 
of an imperative trust for conversion. It is, however, a point 
of some interest that an argument to that effect might with 
considerable show of reason be based on the provisions of s. 33 
of the Act. . 

It would seem that under s. 33, moneys settled even with an 
imperative trust for conversion can in fact be applied as capital 
moneys. In other words, notwithstanding the imperative trust 
for conversion of the money into freehold land, the money cal 
rightfully be applied in the purchase of leasehold property, and 
as such would pass out of the settlement on the tenant in tail 
attaining his majority, subject, of course, to the tenant for life’s 





interest. This would appear to frustrate entirely the imperative 
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tust for conversion. No doubt it is a mere power, but why 
should this statutory power not of itself destroy the notional 
elect of the imperative trust for conversion? By statute it is 

jonal whether the trust for conversion, however imperative 
itmay be, be ever executed. Had the settlor or testator himself, 
in framing the trust for conversion, allowed the execution of it 
to be optional at the instance of some other person, then, on the 
githorities, that trust for conversion is not such as would work 
notional conversion of the money into land. Why, therefore, 
has the statute not frustrated the notional conversion ? 








Rates Reduction and the Rent 
Restriction Acct. 


[By A LEGAL CORRESPONDENT. | 


Ir has often been observed that points which must be of every- 
day occurrence in the county courts seem to take a very long 
time before they come by way of appeal to the Divisional Court. 
Amost striking example of this is the question whether a landlord 
yho has raised the rental of a protected house so as to include 
the increased rate he has had to pay since the date of letting 
isbound to reduce the rent again on a reduction of the local rates. 
As a matter of fact, county court judges have considered the 
question in hundreds of actual cases, and have expressed the 
most diverse opinions. Yet Strickland v. Palmer, Times, 
th February, is the first reported decision upon the point ; it is 
adecision of the Divisional Court. 

Where, in the case of any dwelling-house within the protection 
of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) 
Acts, the tenancy agreement or a compounding arrangement 
with the appropriate local authority imposes on the landlord 
the burden of paying rates, the amount of permitted increase 
on the standard rent includes the amount of the rates so paid : 
Act of 1920, s. 2 (1) (6). The expression “rates” is defined 
in the statute as including water rents and charges: ibid, s. 12 
(1) (d). It has been held ina recent case, however, that “‘ rates ” 
for this purpose does not include improvement rates levied under 
special local Acts which incorporate the Towns Improvement 
Clauses Act, 1847, for such improvement rates are primarily 
chargeable on the owner, and not—like poor rate or water rate— 
on the occupier: Cork Improved Dwellings Co. v. Barry, 1919, 
21LR. 244. This case was decided under s. 1 (iv) of the Act of 
1915, which referred to “rates chargeable on the occupier,” 
an expression which was omitted from s. 2 (1) (6) of the Act of 
1920, supra. It is therefore doubtful how far such improvement 
tates are now outside the Act ; but the opinion of text-book writers 
seems to be that they still remain outside it, since s. 2 (1) (b) 
expressly mentions ‘‘ water rates,” and therefore must be deemed 
to exclude other rates not mentioned in accordance with the 
well-known principle expressum facit tacitum cessare : Wilkinson, 
ded ed., p. 33. 

Any increase in rates demanded of the landlord and payable 
by him is deemed to remain a sum payable by him until the next 
demand for rates: Act of 1920, s. 12 (1) (d), and therefore the 
landlord can carry over the increase until the next rating period, 
when he can add it on to the rent. Only a proportionate amount 
of the increase in the current rate, however, is capable of being 
added to the rent, and in the case of a broken period, this propor- 
tion is arrived at by the obvious method of dividing the amount 
of the increase by the number of weeks in the rating period. 
An actual reported case will illustrate this so as to make the 

t principle clearer: Cardiff Corporation v. Isaacs, 1921, 

37 T.L.R. 649. Here two houses, let on weekly tenancies, rates 
being payable by the landlords, were assessed for half-yearly 
ods, terminating respectively on 31st March and 30th Septem- 

» A new rate made on 17th May exceeded that payable for 
the Pperiocs half-yearly period by £1 18s. 1ld. On that date 

ords served the statutory notice to increase the weekly 
tent by 1-19th, as from 15th June, 1920, the date on which the 
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notice expired. In other words, the landlords claimed to increase 
the weekly rates by a sum arrived at in this way : they divided 
£1 18s. lld. by the total number of weeks elapsing between 
17th May, 1920, and 30th September, 1920, the date of the rate 
and of the next rating period respectively. The Divisional 
Court, however, held that this basis was wrong. The sum of 
£1 18s. 1ld. must be divided by twenty-six, i.e., the number of 
weeks in the half-yearly period. It became payable for the 
first time on 15th June, and lasted, not until 30th September, 
but until the next rate was demanded. It must also be borne 
in mind that rental can be increased only in respect of current 
half-yearly increase, not rates in arrear; the landlord cannot 
allow the rates to run for a year or two and then charge the whole 
increase to the tenant: Sutton v. Hollerton, 1918, W.N. 237. 

These principles must be borne in mind when one comes to 
consider the difficult question as to whether or not, once rates 
have been increased, and then a new demand reduces them once 
more, the landlord can be compelled to reduce the rental by the 
proportionate sum. The statute is quite silent on the point. 
The relevant provision is s. 2 (1) (b) of the Act of 1920 :— 

“The amount by which the increased rent of a dwelling-house to 
which this Act applies may exceed the standard rent shall, subject 
to the provisions of this Act, be as follows:— .. . (6) an amount 
not exceeding any increase in the amount forthe time being payable by 
the landlord in respect of rates . . .” 

This wording certainly seems to imply that the quantum of 
increased rental in respect of rates, at any time, is to be the exact 
amount [or rather, not more than the exact amount] which the 
landlord has himself to pay in respect of a rate demand made on 
him. This seems rather strengthened by the methods of appor- 
tionment and calculation we have just discussed: their object 
is to secure that the exact proportionate amount of the increase, 
neither more nor less, shall be the maximum chargeable on the 
tenant. This view is taken by the text-book writers: see 
Wilkinson, p. 35. It was suggested by the late Lord STERNDALE 
in Sutton v. Hollerton, supra, but he did not decide the point, 
which did not arise in that case. 

But in Strickland v. Palmer, supra, a Divisional Court, con- 
sisting of SHEARMAN and Acton, JJ., have refused to accept 
this view, and have, in fact, decided that the landlord is under no 
obligation to reduce a statutory rent when once he is lawfully 
authorized to raise it. The reasons given by the first-named 
judge for this decision can best be stated by quoting at length 
his own words :— 

“The question . . . had never arisen before, and he could not 
find a word of authority on it. It was said that if the landlord could 
charge a greater amount when the rates went up, the tenant should have 
the benefit when they went down. There was a good deal to be said 
for that view from the standpoint of ethics, but they had only to 
consider the meaning of the Act. The possibility ought to have been 
before the mind of the framers of the Act, but it was not. The object 
of the Act was the protection of the tenant, and excess of rent over the 
standard rent was made irrecoverable, but this part of the Act gave 
the landlord a certain relief. Under stringent conditions—how 
stringent was well known to all who had to administer the Acts— 
he could give notice to quit and to increase the rent by a certain pro- 
portion. He could, if the rates had gone up, charge an increased rent, 
and became the landlord under a renewed implied tenancy. He (his 
Lordship) looked in vain for any provision saying that that tenancy was 
for a limited time, or came to an end on the ek pane 3 of any contin- 
gency. In the case of non-repair the tenant could apply to the Court, 
but there was no provision that, in case of increase of rent, the tenant 
might come again, or that the landlord need serve a fresh notice : 
once the right to the increase had accrued there was nothing in the 
Act to terminate it, and there was no vision for its decrease 
automatically with the fall of rates. In s. 2 (1) (6) the words “ for 
the time being’ occurred. It was argued that that was not the same 
as “at the time being,” but he could not distinguish the two phrases 
so as to find in the distinction a scheme for reducing the rent.” 

The argument thus elaborated by the learned judge is weighty. 
But it seems to overlook a point which is not one of mere “ abstract 
ethics”; but of the light thrown by the context of the Act on 
the interpretation of this ambiguous clause. As we have seen, 
other sub-sections and phrases of this Act, quoted above, have 
indicated a fairly clear intention that the exact increase only 
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8. 12 (1) (d) that an increase of rates payable by the landlord shall 
be deemed to cease when the rate is next demanded ; thereafter 
the amount in the next demand note comes into operation. 
Surely this was intended to effect an adjustment of the addition 
demandable of the tenant to the actual rate made at each half- 
yearly or intermediate period? In fact, this reasoning seems 
so cogent that the opinion of the Court of Appeal is obviously 
desirable on this intricate and difficult point. 








The New Soviet Code of Procedure. 


Now that the Russian Republic has received de jure recognition, 
our courts are once more under the necessity of giving such 
attention to the legal procedure of Russian courts as is necessary 
for purposes of Private International Law. It is therefore 
interesting to note that the Soviet has introduced a new ‘“‘ Code 
of Civil Proéedure,’’ which came into force on Ist September, 
1923. A useful account of this Code is contained in a very 
interesting article in The Times, 12th inst., to which we are 
largely indebted for the points we summarize here. 

The New Economic Policy (says the legal correspondent of 
The Times), which produced a number of new decrees and laws, 
especially in connexion with trade, created the necessity for 
reform of legal proceedings and the constitution of the courts. 
In 1922 the situation was dealt with by the Decree for the 
Administration of Justice, which was followed in 1923 by the 
Civil Code,- adopted by the “ Vtsik” (All-Russian Central 
Executive Committee) on 18th July. 

The Russian Courts are three in number: (1) The Supreme 
Court, (2) The Provincial Court, (3) The People’s Court. 

In the Supreme Court there is a special ‘ Collegium ”’ for the 
settling of disputes with any of the People’s Commissariats, the 
Central Government institutions, and the Executive Committees 
of Provinces. People’s Assessors take part in the proceedings 
in the Supreme Court, but here they are special assessors, 
appointed from among the higher officials of the Government. 

Article 23 of the Code defines the jurisdiction of the Provincial 
Court. It hears all suits which involve a sum of more than 
500 gold roubles, disputes with or between Government enter- 

rises, and causes against officials for abuse of their authority. 
‘his is the court which alone has jurisdiction over companies. 
It serves also as an organ for denationalization, settling questions 
connected with the improper alienation of property, authors’ 
literary rights, trade marks, and industrial inventions. 

In accordance with Art. 21 of the Code, all cases involving a 
sum of less than 500 gold roubles (£50), except such as are settled 
by the administrative authorities, come within the jurisdiction of 
the People’s Court. This court consists of one Judge and two 
** People’s Assessors’’ or Puisne Judges. The Judges of the 
People’s Court are elected by the Soviet of each Province for a 
period of one year, but bourgeois elements are not eligible for 
this office. The two People’s Assessors by whom the Judge is 
assisted are not merely advisory, but take part in the decisicns 
of the court. They are appointed on strict class principles. 
Article 20 of the Decree, which deals with the constitution of the 
courts, stipulates that 50 per cent. of the assessors shall be 
workmen, 25 per cent. from the Red Army, and 25 per cent. 
peasants. 

The law recognized and enforced in them Soviet Courts in the 
“Soviet Law ”’: Code, Art. 3. But the Rules of Private Inter- 
national Law are to be complied with in dealing with foreign 
contracts—an important concession, no doubt, intended to 
facilitate that resumption of trading with Europe : ibidem, Art. 7. 
Primé facie legislative enactments of the Soviet are to be looked 
to in order to ascertain the law, but failing these general principles 
of justice and equity, as enunciated in pronouncements of the 
Soviet Government, are to be applied : ibidem, Art. 4. Formerly 
the Soviet Courts, in the case of a lacuna in legislation, applies 
the “ Dictates of the Revolutionary Conscience’; this vague 
principle is now superseded in the way noted above. 

The “ Prokuror”’ (Attorney-General) has a right to interfere 
in the proceedings of the courts at any stage of a process if he 
considers that such interference is in the interests of the State 
or of the proletariate. He may revoke the decisions of a court 
even after they have been carried into effect, and there is no 
time-limit for such revocation. Article 254 declares that the 
actions of the State and Provincial ‘‘ Prokurors ” must be guided 
by the interests of the State and the proletariate. 

According to Arts. 5 and 179, the judges need not be governed 
by the amount of a plaintiff’s claim, but, taking into considera- 
tion the class to which the parties belong, they may, if so disposed, 
give judgment for a greater amount than has been claimed. 
At any stage of a hearing, a plaintiff may also change the ground 
of his claim and raise or lower the amount demanded. The 
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courts are not limited to the evidence brought forward by the 
contending parties, but may (and indeed must) seek evideng 
from outside quarters. The judgment of a court may be reversed 
by the Provincial or Supreme Court if such judgment does. not 
conform to the general policy of the Government. Should 4 
judgment be reversed the case must be heard again in the same 
court as before, but by other judges. 

From these brief observations, for which we are largely indebted 
to The Times article quoted, it will be seen that the new Soviet 
Code is an original departure. The older methods of judicial 
interpretation are replaced by a new principle, that cf looki 
to legislative pronouncements for the discovery of the essentig} 
rules of law. How this will work in practice remains to he 
seen. 








Res Judicate. 


Contracting Out of the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act. 


(Russell v. Rudd, 1923, A.C. 309; H.L.) 


Perhaps the most important decision during the last twelve 
months under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, is that 
of the House of Lords in Russell v. Rudd, supra, where the 
judgment of the Court of Appeal was reversed. 1t is unnecessary 
to mention, (1) that the Workmen’s Compensation Act forbids 
** contracting-out ”’ of the rights it confers (s. 3 (1) ), but (2) that 
the Act and the schedules contain certain limited provisions 
for enabling settlement by agreement of accrued rights to com- 
pensation as between employer and workman, such as amount of 
compensation and redemption by a lump sum; s. 1 (1) and (2), 
Sched. 1 (17) and Sched. II (9) (d). Nevertheless the former 
principle is an over-riding rule, and no settlement by agreement 
is permissible which violates in substance and in spirit the general 
denial of the right to contract out of the Act. Ryan v. Hartley, 
1912, 2 K.B. 150; Hudson v. Camberwell Corporation, 191i, 
86 L.J., K.B. 558; Haydock v. Gordier, 1921, 2 K.B. 384; are 
all cases in which the contrary was decided ; but now the House 
of Lords has definitely over-ruled them. Two other cases which 
must be regarded as over-ruled are Rawlings Ltd. v. Hodgson, 
1918, 11 B.W.C.C. 73, and Williams v. Minister of Munition, 
1919, 88 L.J., K.B. 1105. It is important that this should 
be noted, as these cases, now useless, appear in the text-books 
as authorities for a number of different modes of settlement 
now declared invalid as forms of ‘‘ contracting out.’’ In Russell 
v. Rudd, supra, the actual agreement was one between an injured 
workman and his employer for the settlement of all claims to 
compensation under the statute, if and when they arose, by 
payment of a lump sum in lieu of the statutory provision for 
weekly payments. The latter may be redeemed by the pro- 
cedure prescribed by the schedule; but a prior agreement for 
such redemption is not permissible. 


Breach of Duty and Lord Campbell’s Act. 
(Mersey Docks and Harbour Board vy. Procter, 1923, A.C. 253; 
H.L. 


The decision of the House of Lords in Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board v. Procter (supra) would probably have been reg 
by every common law practitioner as obvious ; had not the Court 
of Appeal decided otherwise—and been overruled. A_ boil 
maker, working for a contractor, putting engines in a ship lying 
in a dock, fell into the river and was drowned. His widow 
the harbour authorities for damages under the Fatal Accidents 
Act, 1846 (Lord Campbell’s Act). Needless to say that statute 
confers a claim only on, (1) dependents as defined in the Act; 
(2) having a pecuniary interest and suffering a pecuniary los 
from defendant’s death, which must be due (3) to some tort 
actionable by the deceased if he had lived. Here, therefore, 
the claimant had to show some tortious act of the defendant 
harbour authority—who were not the employers, either of the 
deceased or of his master, or of that master’s principal, the mA 
owner—but who must be deemed to have invited him to use 
dock for the lawful purpose on which he was engaged, and who, 
therefore, are liable in negligence if they do not take reaso 
precautions for the safety of such invitees. Now the harbour 
authority had taken such precautions, and were guilty of m0 
negligence in their capacity of ‘‘ occupiers’ of the dock. Bu 
they were bound by regulations of their own to keep certal 
chains in position “ so far as practicable,’’ and it was alleged that 
breach of this obligation might have caused the deceased’s 
Had the House of Lords admitted that a duty imposed on the 
authority by its own regulations was a duty owed to the d 
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so that breach of such duty was negligence towards him two, 
further questions of difficulty—which bothered the Court of 

—_would have arisen, namely, whether there had in fact 
peen a breach, and on whom the onus probandi lay to connect 
the man’s death with this hypothetical breach of duty. But 
the House of Lords held that A is not guilty of any breach of 
duty to B merely because he breaks an obligation imposed upon 
himself by himself for purposes of (say) self-discipline, and 
therefore B, or B’s widow, has no remedy for such alleged 


breach. 








Correspondence. 


Rent Restriction Act—Mortgagee in Possession. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. 

Sir.—Referring to your note at the foot of my letter in your 
issue of to-day, giving your reasons for suggesting that s. 21 (2) 
of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, affords no protection to an 
innocent purchaser, if a mortgagee purports to sell and convey 
in a case in which he is restrained from exercising his powers 

s. 7 of the. Rent &c. Act, 1920, can you explain what is the 

difference in principle between these two restrictions ? 

(a) ‘‘ A mortgagee shall not exercise the power of sale 
conferred by this Act unless and until some interest under the 
mortgage is in arrear and unpaid for two months after 
becoming due.”’ C. A. 1881, s. 20 (ii) 

(b) ‘It shall not be lawful for any mortgagee under a 
mortgage to which this Act applies, so long as interest at 
the rate permitted under this Act is paid and is not more 
than 21 days in arrear . . . to take any steps for exercising 
any right of sale.”” Rent &c. Act, 1920, s. 7 (a). 

If a mortgagee purports to sell by reason of the fact that 
interest is over two months in arrear, why should he be called 
n to prove that fact (even at the purchaser’s expense) seeing 
t the C. A. 1881 protects the purchaser in case of a sale 
improperly exercised ? 
ERNEST I. WATSON. 
Norwich, 

16th February. 

P.S.—In the heading of the second part of my letter “ restricted ”’ 
was a transcriber’s error for ‘‘ re-constructed.”’ 

[As to the second part of last week’s letter, see under “‘ Current 
Topics.”” The above letter we hope to reply to next week.— 
Eb. S.J.] 


Rent Acts—Reduction of Rates. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 

Sir,—May I suggest that the Act of 1920 does contemplate a 
reduction of rents following a reduction of rates ? I think it is 
clear enough if s. 2 (1) (b) and s. 12 (1) (d) are read together. I 
am aware that none of the learned writers on the Acts appear to 
see any connection between the two clauses, and 12 (1) (d) does 
not seem to have been quoted in Strickland v. Palmer; but I 
think the words of 12 (1) (d), “‘ and any increase in rates payable 
by a landlord shall be deemed to be payable by him until the rate 
is next demanded,’’ fit in quite naturally at the end of 2 (1) (6)— 
and nowhere else in the Act. I suggest that the later clause is 
an explanation of the words “ for the time being payable ”’ in the 
earlier clause, and that when a new rate is demanded all earlier 
increases are no longer deemed to be payable, and the rent cannot 
continue to be increased in respect of them. 

I suggest that the words ‘“ for the time being payable ” do not 

tefer to the time when the notice of increase is given at all, but 
to the time when the landlord is asking for payment of rent. 
Every time a landlord demands rent he should be able to show 
that the rent demanded (1) does not exceed the maximum 
imposed by s. 2 (1), and (2) has been notified to the tenant by 
the machinery of s. 3 (2). , 
_ The fallacy in the recent decision of Strickland v. Palmer is 
i supposing that “ for the time being ”’ has reference to the time 
of giving a notice under s. 3 (2). The answer to the question 
“What is the maximum rent imposed by the Act ?” is to be 
found in s-s. (1) of s. 2. Section 3 (2) is merely machinery and 
should not be looked at for the purpose of ascertaining the 
statutory limit. 


1%h February. 


[Strickland v. Palmer is under appeal, and we do not propose 
to express an editorial opinion at present, but we are glad to 
publish our correspondent’s interesting argument. We have 
Teceived from a contributor an article in the same sense, and this 
we have inserted elsewhere. The final paragraph of the article 
®ppears to cover our correspondent’s point.—Eb. S.J.] 


ARTICLED CLERK. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE AND FISHERIES v. DEAN. 
No. 2. 18th January. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—AGRICULTURAL HOLDING—COMPENSA- 
TION FOR DISTURBANCE—TENANT NOT IN OccUPATION—SUB- 
TENANCIES—NOTICE TO Quit—No Loss oR EXPENSE DIRECTLY 
ATTRIBUTABLE TO QUITTING THE HOLDING—RIGHT TO RECOVER 
COMPENSATION—-AGRICULTURE ACT, 1920, 10 & 11 Geo. 5, ce. 76, 
s. 10. 


By s. 10 of the Agriculture Act, 1920, a tenant of a holding, who 
quits the holding in consequence of a notice to quit terminating the 
tenancy, is entitled (with certain specified exceptions) to recover from 
the landlord compensation for disturbance. The compensation payable 
under the section shall represent the loss or expense directly attribut- 
able to the quitting of the holding which the tenant may unavoidably 
incur upon or in connection with the sale or removal of his household 
goods, implements of husbandry, fixtures, farm produce or farm stock 
on or used in connection with the holding, and shall include any 
expenses reasonably incurred by him in the preparation of his claim 
for compensation, but for the avoidance of dis such sum shall 
(by s-s. (6)) “‘ be computed at an amount equal to one year’s rent of 
the holding, unless it is proved that the loss and so incurred 
exceed an amount equal to one year’s rent of the holding.”’ 


Before a tenant can recover compensation for disturbance under 
the section, he must prove that he has suffered loss or incurred expense 
** directly attributable to the quitting of the holding ”’ in consequence 
of a notice to quit terminating the tenancy. 


Appeal from Bournemouth County Court, on a special case 
stated by an arbitrator under the Agricultural Holdings Acts, 
1908 to 1921. By an indenture, dated 20th August, 1918, land 
and premises at Iford Farm, Holdenhurst, Hampshire (which 
constituted a “ holding” within the meaning of s. 10 of the 
Agriculture Act, 1920), were demised by J. E. Cooper Dean to the 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries for a term of twenty-one years 
from 29th September, 1918, at a yearly rent of £67, subject 
(inter alia) to the following provision: “ If the landlord in his 
own absolute discretion shall be of opinion that the land hereby 
demised or any part thereof is required for building, mining or 
other industrial purposes or for roads necessary therefor, he shall 
be at liberty to determine the term hereby granted by giving to 
the Board twelve calendar months’ previous notice in writing of 
his intention so to do, such notice to expire on one of the usual 
quarter days, and in the event of a part only of the land being 
required by the landlord the rent payable by the Board shall, 
as from the date of resumption by the landlord, be reduced by 
such sum as in default of agreement may be determined by 
arbitration.”” The landlord, J. E. Cooper Dean, died on 16th 
August, 1921, having by his will appointed executors and devised 
his property (including the “ holding ’’ demised to the Board of 
Agriculture and Fisheries by the indenture of 20th August, 1918), 
to Alice Elizabeth Cooper Dean and Ellen Ann Cooper Dean as 
tenantsincommon. The will of J. E. Cooper Dean was duly proved 
by the executors on 14th December, 1921. Shortly after the date 
of the notice to quit, hereinafter referred to, A. E. Cooper Dean and 
E. A. Cooper Dean became and were at all material times the “land- 
lords ”’ for the purposes of the Agricultural Holdings Acts of the 
‘‘holding ’”? in question. Under the Ministry of Agriculture and 
Fisheries Act, 1919, the benefit of the indenture of lease was 
transferred to the Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries. The 
lands and premises demised by the indenture referred to were let 
by the Board or Minister on annual tenancies to various sub- 
tenants for cultivation as small holdings and were wholly in the 
occupation of such sub-tenants at the date of the termination of 
the Minister’s tenancy. Notice dated 8th December, 1921, signed 
by the solicitors of the executors, was served on the Minister, 
under the provision in that behalf set out above, requiring the 
Minister to quit and deliver up possession of the “‘ holding ’’ on 
25th December, 1922, and in accordance with such requirement 
the Ministerand his sub-tenants quitted and delivered up possession 
of the “ holding’’ in question. Certain of the sub-tenants con- 
tinued after the determination of the Minister’s tenancy in 
occupation of parts of the “holding” under agreements for 
tenancies made between them and the executors of J. E. Cooper 
Dean, deceased. On 14th November, 1922, aletterin the following 
terms was sent on behalf of the Minister to the solicitors for the 
executors : ‘‘ Iford Farm, Holdenhurst.—In reply to your letter 
of the 9th ultimo, enquiring whether the Ministry would care to 
continue the tenancy of part of the land held of your clients, 
I am to say that the Ministry thinks that it would be better that 
your clients should let the land direct to the tenants as, it is 
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understood, they are prepared to do. Under the terms of the 
existing tenancies they automatically terminate upon the expira- 
tion of the Ministry’s tenancy without service of any notice to 
quit by the Ministry, and the tenants cannot therefore claim from 
the Ministry any compensation for disturbance under the 
Agriculture Act, 1920. The Ministry claim to be entitled to 
recover such compensation from your clients, and it is proposed 
to utilize any amount so recovered for compensating those tenants 
who have to leave their holdings. To preserve the Ministry’s 
rights in this respect, I enclose a formal notice of claim of which 
you will, I presume, accept service on behalf of the landlords . . . ssi 

The notice was as follows: ‘On behalf of the Minister of 
Agriculture and Fisheries I hereby give you notice of his intention 
to make a claim for compensation under section 10 of the 
Agriculture Act, 1920, on the termination of the tenancy of land 
at Iford Farm, Holdenhurst, created by a lease dated August 20, 
1918, and made between J. E. Cooper Dean, Esq., of the one part, 
and the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, of the other part ...”’ 

On 31st January, 1923, a letter from which the following was 
an extract was sent on behalf of the Minister to the solicitors for 
the executors. “ Iford Farm, Holdnehurst ... In due course 
it will be necessary to obtain a legal decision as to whether the 
Ministry is entitled under s. 10 of the Agriculture Act, 1920, 
to recover as compensation an amount equal to one year’s rent 
of the holding—without proof of any loss or expense directly 
attributable to the quitting of the holding. To comply with 
s. 18 of the Act, I have to inform you on behalf of your clients 
that the particulars of the Minister’s claim are as follows :—Claim 
for compensation for disturbance, Iford Farm, Holdenhurst, 
held under tenancy, dated 20th August, 1918. Amount claimed, 
sixty-seven pounds, being an amount equal to one year’s rent 
ofthe holding . . .”’ The Minister was not, at the determination 
of his tenancy, in occupation of any of the said lands and premises 
demised to him, except so far as occupation by his sub-tenants 
was in law occupation by him. The Minister did not sell or 
remove any household goods, implements of husbandry, fixtures, 
farm produce, or farm stock, on or used in connection with the 
lands and premises demised to him, but he contended that by 
virtue of s-s. (6) of s. 10 of the Agriculture Act, 1920, the com- 
pensation payable under that section was to ‘“‘ be computed at 
an amount equal to one year’s rent of the holding, i.e., £67, and 
that such sum was payable by the landlords to him. It was 
admitted by the landlords that the Minister was not debarred 
from claiming compensation under the section by reason of any 
matter referred to in paragraphs (a) to (f) of s-s. (1) of s. 10 of the 
Act of 1920, or by s-s. (7) of that section. The landlords con- 
tended chat, as it was neither proved nor admitted that the 
Minister had incurred any loss or expense directly attributable 
to the quitting of the land and premises demised, no compensation 
was due and payable. The question for the deter.nination of 
the court was whether, on the facts stated, the sum of £67 
was payable by the landlords to the Minister. The County Court 
Judge answered the question in the negative on the ground that 
the Minister had not proved that he had suffered any loss or 
incurred any expense directly attributable to quitting the land. 
The Minister appealed. 

Bankes, L.J., this is a claim under s. 10 of the Agriculture 
Act, 1920, for compensation for disturbance. Under that 
section, where a notice to quit is given and the tenancy of a 
holding is terminated by reason thereof, the tenant is entitled to 
compensation unless the notice to quit has been given for one 
or more of the reasons stated in s-s. (1) of the section. It is not 
necessary to discuss the length of the notice to quit ; it is sufficient 
to say that, to escape liability for the compensation under the 
section, the landlord must specify that the notice is given for one 
or more of the reasons found in s-s. (1) (a) to (f). But, assuming 
that the tenant is entitled to compensation under the section, 
s-s. (7) mentions certain matters in respect of which compensation 
shall not be payable under the section. The sub-section indicates 
that what the statute is dealing with is compensation for actual 
loss, because, if not, the sub-section would be useless in many 
cases. This particular case turns on s-s. (6), which enacts that 
the compensation payable under the section shall be a sum 
representing such “loss or expense directly attributable to the 
quitting of the holding as the tenant may unavoidably incur 
upon or in connection with the sale or removal of his household 
goods, implements of husbandry, fixtures, farm produce or farm 
stock on or used in connection with the holding, and shall include 
any expenses reasonably incurred by him in the preparation of 
his claim for compensation (not being costs of an arbitration to 
determine the amount of compensation), but for the avoidance of 
disputes such sum shall, for the purposes of this Act, be computed 
at an amount equal to one year’s rent of the holding, unless it 
is proved that the loss and expenses so incurred exceed an 
amount equal to one year’s rent of the holding...” It is 
contended that under that sub-section, the tenant is entitled to 
compensation irrespectively of whether he has incurred any loss 
or expense directly attributable to the quitting of the holding, 
upon or in connection with the sale or removal of his household 
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goods, implements of husbandry, fixtures, farm produce, or farm 
stock. On the other hand, it is contended that the sub 
means that assuming that the tenant has suffered any loss at 
he is entitled to his year’s rent and is absolved from the obligation 
of proving the amount of his loss. In my opinion, the latter jg 
the more reasonable contention. If the tenant does suffer any 
loss, he is to have his year’s rent. That seems to be a much more 
reasonable view of the intention of the Legislature than the view 
that the tenant is to have a year’s rent irrespectively of whether 
he has suffered loss or not. he language of s-s. (6) is reaso 
plain to express the intention of the Legislature that the tenant 
shall be under an obligation, as a condition precedent to his right 
to recover compensation, to prove that he has suffered some actual] 
loss or has actually incurred expense within the meaning of the 
sub-section. Therefore the answer to the question is that the 
tenant did not bring himself within the Act, and the sum of £67 
is not payable by the landlords to the Minister. The appeal 
must therefore be dismissed. 

ScrRvuTTON and ATKIN, L.JJ., agreed.—CouNsEL: Sir D 
Hogg, A.-G., and H. Hull; John Harris. So.ictrors: 
Solicitor for the Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries ; Ravlina, 
Rawlins & Davy, Bournemouth. 

[Reported by T. W. Monaan ,Barrister-at-Law.] 








In Re TWOPENY’S SETTLEMENT: MONRO v. TWOPENY, 
No.1. 14th, 15th, 16th and 17th December; 30th January, 


SETTLEMENT—PERSONALTY SETTLED ALONG WITH REAL Estate 
—To BE HELD UPON SIMILAR TRUSTS AS IF PROCEEDS OF SALE 
OF SETTLED REAL EstTaTE—CAPITAL MONEYS—NO IMPERATIVE 
TRUST FOR CONVERSION—SETITLED LAND AcT, 1882, 45 & 46 
Vict., ss. 21, 22. 

Personalty settled by the same settlement as real estate to be held 
upon the same trusts as it would be held as if arising from a sale 
of the settled real estate under the powers of the Settled Land Adel, 
1882, does not, in the absence of an imperative and definitive trust for 
conversion, become converted in equity, but devolves as personal 
estate. 


In re Walker, 1908, 2 Ch. 705, approved and followed. 
Decision of Romer, J., affirmed. 


Appeal from a decision of Romer, J. By a settlement dated 
18th October, 1882, certain real estates in Kent were settled 
in strict settlement, and the settlors also directed that personal 
estate consisting of stocks, shares and securities should be held 
and applied by the trustees of the settlement upon the same 
trusts as they would be held as if they had arisen from a sale of 
the settled hereditaments made under the powers of the Settled 
Land Act, 1882, which had then been passed, but had not come 
into operation. There was also an investment clause with a 
power to vary investments with the consent of the tenant for life. 
In 1898 the then tenant for life died, and Sydney Edward 
Twopeny became tenant in tail in possession, but died at the age 
of seventeen in 1901, leaving his mother his sole next of kin. 
Charles Dymley Twopeny then became tenant for life, and died 
on 6th January, 1923. The trustees took out an originatii 
summons to determine whether the settled personalty vl 
absolutely in the infant tenant in tail in 1898, or whether it ought 
to be held as capital moneys arising under the settlement. 
Romer, J., following In re Walker, 1908, 2 Ch. 705, held that there 
had been no conversion, and the property remained personalty. 
The tenant for life appealed. Cur. adv. vult. 

Pottock, M.R., said that shortly the question was whether 
certain stocks, funds, shares, moneys and securities settled were 
to be treated as subject to and to follow the trusts relating to real 
estate by reason that it was expressed in the settlement that they 
were to be held and applied “‘ upon the trusts and in the manner 
upon and in which the same respectively would be held applicable 
if they had arisen from a sale of the said hereditaments herein- 
before granted and settled . .. under the powers conferred 
by the Settled Land Act, 1882.” At the date of the settlement the 
Settled Land Act, 1882, had received the royal assent, but by 
s. 1 (2) its operation was deferred to Ist January, 1883. It was 
admitted that the words used were in effect the same as t 
considered by Parker, J., in In re Walker, supra, and the learned 
judge, Romer, J., felt bound by that decision, and gave judgment 
accordingly, so that the appeal was avowegly brought to test the 
decision of Parker, J. In 1916 Neville, . agreed with and 


applied that decision. Jn re Aspinall’s Settled Hestates, 1916, 


1 Ch. 15. The earlier, as well as the later, cases established the 
doctrine that where the quality of real estate was “ imperativel 

and definitively” fixed upon personalty (or vice versa) equity woul 

treat the personalty or realty, as the case might be, as actually 
converted into realty or personalty. Walker v. Denne, 2 Vesey; 
Junr., 170. If the question was left ad arbitrium whether it was 
to be considered as land or money the doctrine of conversion 


would not be applied, per Lord Loughborough, .c. at pp. 184-5e, 
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jpwas clear that as the Act was not in operation at the date of the 
ent, the words used could not do more than import into the 
settlement the appropriate clauses of the Act. The settlement 
gas contractual but no higher. Section 22 (5) of the Act, if 
priate to the circumstances of the present case, was of no 

se; the settlor could not by reference to an Act attach 
toasettlement the powers of an Act. The question was therefore 
ghether the words used did create an imperative and definitive 
No doubt there were cases which decided that a trust for 
nversion could be collected from the instrument. Earlom v. 
Saunders, Ambler 241 ; Cookson v. Cookson, 12 Cl. & Fin. 121. 
yr. Clauson argued that there was expressed sufficiently in the 
teams of the settlement that there was to be a conversion into 
malty. Section 21 of the Act authorised the investment of 
moneys in accordance with a varied table, therefore if it 

was to be written into the settlement it by no means followed 
that an investment in realty would be chosen by the trustees. 
Itcould not be said that trustees with such powers would have 
felt themselves definitely bound to invest in realty, for by s. 22 (2) 
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was the council of the Sheffield Corporation, and had, pursuant 
to s. 4, s-s. (2) (6) of the Education Act, 1921, delegated its powers 
under the Act. except the power of raising a rate or borrowing 
money, toan Education Committee constituted in accordance with 
the Act. In April, 1923, the Education Committee, purporting 
to act under s. 29, s-s. (2) (a) of the Act, caused notices of dismissal 
to be served on each of the plaintiffs under the following circum- 
stances. In 1922 the Education Committee requested the City 
Council to provide £411,520 to meet the estimated educational 
expenditure for the year ending March, 1924. The Council 
disallowed £2000 from that amount, and the director of educa- 
tion, Mr. Sharp, to curtail expenditure, suggested (1) suspension 
of instruction in manual and domestic subjects ; (2) retirement 
of teachers of over sixty, of whom there were seventy. This was 
opposed on the ground that many of the most experienced 
and efficient teachers would thus be retired, and a report was 
made and adopted, recommending the retirement of ceriain 
Meanwhile the 


| Ministry of Education were concerned that instruction in manual 


an investment was to be made according to the direction of the | 


tenant for life, and in default at the discretion of the trustees, 
but subject to any consent required. The uncertainty thus 
introduced by ss. 21-22 was answered by saying that the wide 


given thereunder must be subject to the general intention | 


of the settlor and that. that was clear, and effect should be given | 


fo it, the limitations being appropriate to real estate. Lord | including the two plaintiffs. 


Selborne showed in Evans v. Ball, 47 L.T. 167, that the principle | 


thus involved was not exclusively applicable to cases of that 
particular kind, and was one to be always applied with great 
caution. Lord Watson had pointed out that the intention 
to be discovered was not what one might think it would be had 
the testator been thoroughly aware of the legal effect of the 

e he used, but the intention he actually expressed. 


It was not easy to reconcile the process suggested as necessary | 


to arrive at the true effect of the settlement with the doctrine 
that the quality of realty must be “ definitively ’’ fixed. Those 
observations illustrated the difficulty of declaring that there 
was to be found in the settlement under consideration what was 
esential to be found if the doctrine of conversion was to be 

lied. The judgment of Parker, J., in In re Walker, supra, 
ad of Romer, J., in the present case, appeared to be right, and 
Seppe! would be dismissed, the costs being dealt with as in the 
Court: below. 

WARRINGTON and SARGANT, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the 
same effect, the former observing that what the settlor had done 
was to define the duty of the trustees by reference to the Settled 
land Act, and thus to make it optional for them to invest either 
in personal securities or in land. The settlement did not contain 
the direction essential to conversion.—CoUNSEL: Clauson, K.C., 
and J. E. Harman ; Hughes, K.C., and R. H. Hodge. SOLICcITORs : 
Metcalfe. Halbert & Hussey ; W. Ivanhoe Thomas. 

[Reported by H. Lanarorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 
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and domestic subjects should be suspended, and the City Council 
instructed the committee accordingly to consider an increase in 
the number of teachers eligible for retirement and only to reduce 
the manual instruction and domestic departments proposed to be 
closed down. A fresh list was prepared, and it was proposed 
to dismiss forty-six out of the list of seventy-one over sixty, 
The selection was alleged to be 
based on the degree of “ retardation,” their general efficiency and 
examination results, and the retirement of these forty-six was 
recommended en bloc without individual cases being considered: 
by the committee, and that recommendation was adopted by the 
Education Committee, and the managers were written to and 
instructed to terminate the engagements of the plaintiffs, stating 
that the educational grounds on which the committee based their 
direction under s. 29 of the Education Act, 1921, were that, as 
they had reached the age of sixty and were eligible for super- 
annuation, the educational interests of the school would be served 
by their retirement and the appointment of younger teachers, and 
the director of education purported to terminate their engage- 
ments under s. 29 on these grounds by notices terminating their 
engagement in May, 1923. 

P. O. LAWRENCE, J., in the course of a considered judgment, 


| said: After considering the whole of the evidence, I find as a 


SADLER v. THE SHEFFIELD CORPORATION: DYSON v. THE | 


SHEFFIELD CORPORATION. P. O. Lawrence, J. 
and 19th December, and 23rd January. 


EpucaTION—-NON-PROVIDED ScHooLts—TEACHER DISMISSED 
BY LocaL EpucATION AUTHORITY—DISMISSAL ON “ EDUCA- 
TIONAL GROUNDS’’—MIXED GROUNDS—FINANCIAL AND 
EpUCATIONAL—INVALIDITY OF NoTICE oF DIsSMISSAL— 
EpucaTion Act, 11 & 12 Geo. 5, c. 51, s. 29, s-s. (2) AND (6). 


14th, 18th | 


Where teachers were given notices which stated that they were | 


dismissed on educational grounds, but the court found, as a fact, 


that the grounds were either pure financial grounds or mixed | 


financial and educational grounds, the notices were held invalid 
and inoperative as not being notices allowed to be given under s. 29 
@f the Education Act, 1921. 


Hanson v. Radcliffe Urban Council, 1922, 2 Ch. 420, and The 


| 


Queen v. The Vestry of St. Pancras, 1890, 24 Q.B.D. 371, applied. 


These were two actions to obtain declarations that notices of 


issal of teachers were invalid and inoperative because they 


were not based on educational grounds as provided by s, 29 | 


of the Education Act, 1921. 
r, who held the teacher’s certificate of the Board of Educa- 
» Was eee head-master of St. Jude’s School, Sheffield, 

in 1892, and attained the age of sixty in 1922. 
y qualified, was appointed head-mistress of the girls’ 
nent of St. George’s School, in the same city, in 1900, and 
ed the age of sixty in 1923. Both were Church of England 
Both schools were also public elementary schools not 
by the local education authority for the area in which 
were situate. The local education authority for this area 


The facts were as follows :— | 


Dyson, who was | 





fact that the real and only grounds for the dismissal of the 
plaintiffs are financial grounds, and that the alleged educational 
grounds are merely colourable. The case then is covered by the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Hanson v. Radcliffe Urban 
Council, supra. Therefore the notices given by Mr. Sharp on 


| behalf of the Education Committee purporting to determine the 


plaintiffs’ engagements are invalid and inoperative. Even 
assuming the existence of some educational grounds, the most 
that can be said on behalf of the defendants is that the grounds 
are mixed grounds compounded in part of financial grounds and 
in part of educational grounds. The local education authority 
has power under s. 29 to direct the managers to dismiss teachers 
**on educational grounds,” which, in my judgment, implies that 
the directions could be given on educational grounds only. 
Mixed financial and educational grounds are not “ educational 
grounds ” within the meaning of the section : see The Queen v. 
The Vestry of St. Pancras, supra. There will be a declaration in 
each action that the notice of dismissal was invalid and inopera- 
tive, with liberty to apply for an injunction and generally.— 
CouNSEL: Clauson, K.C., Ward Coldridge, K.C., and A. A. 
Thomas ; Owen Thompson, K.C., and J. B. Lindon. Soxicrrors : 
Eric J. Floyd, for Bingley & Dyson, Sheffield ; Rollit, Sons and 
Compston, for William E. Hart, Town Clerk, Sheffield. 
{Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.)} 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


PULLING v. LIDBETTER LIMITED. Div. Court. 22nd November. 
SALE oF Goops—** ANY ARTICLE FoR USE As Foop FoR CATTLE ” 
—BAKERY SWEEPINGS SOLD As Pies’ Foop—Noxtous 
INGREDIENTS — ImpLIED WARRANTY — FERTILISERS AND 
FEEDING StuFrs Act, 1906, 6 Edw. 7, c. 27, s. 1, s-ss. (2), (4). 

A firm of bakers sold ee na sweepings to a pig-keeper as pigs’ 
food. The sweepings contained, in addition to the ingredients used 
in the manufacture of bread, dust and dirt and other odds and ends. 
Ultimately, owing to an excessive quantity of salt being contained 
in one of the consignments, four of the pigs died. The pig-keeper 
commenced an action for damages. 

Held, that the expression ** any article” in s. 1 (4) of the Fertilisers 
and Feeding Stuffs Act, 1906, was of the widest character, and 
included the “ bakery sweepings’’ in question, and that the 
defendants were liable under the implied warranty contained in 
that sub-section. 

Appeal from the decision of a county court judge. In 
September, 1922, the plaintiff, a pig-keeper, entered into ai 
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arrangement with the defendants, a firm of bakers, for the 

urchase from them of their bakery sweepings, as pig food at 
Bs. 6d. a bag. The arrangement continued for some weeks, but 
in January, 1923, the pigs became ill and four of them died. 
The sweepings ceusiaedl of ingredients used in the manufacture 
of bread, together with dust and dirt and other odds and ends. 
In proceedings for damages the county court judge found that 
the death of the pigs was caused through their eating the bakery 
sweepings which contained an excessive amount of salt. He also 
found, on the evidence, that the plaintiff could not succeed under 
an implied warranty by virtue of s. 14 (1) of the®Sale of Goods 
Act, 1893, 56 & 57 Vict. c. 71, but that the sweepings were an 
article for use as food for cattle within s. 4 (1) of the Fertilisers 
and Feeding Stuffs Act, 1906, and that he was entitled to damages 
for breach by the defendants of the implied warranty referred to 
in that sub-section. The defendants appealed. By s. 1 of the 
Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs Act, 1906, it is provided: “‘ (2) 
Every person who sells for use as food for cattle or poultry any 
article which has been artificially prepared shall give to the 
purchaser an invoice stating the name of the article and ”’ [details 
as to the component parts of the article] “‘ and the invoice shall 
have effect as a warranty by the seller. . . (4) On the sale of 
any article for use as food for cattle or poultry, there shall be an 
implied warranty by the seller that the article is suitable to be 
used as such.” By s. 10 it is provided that for the purposes of 
that statute the expression ‘ cattle’ shall mean (inter alia) 
a7 swine.”’ 

The Court (SANKEY and TALBot, JJ.) held that the expression 
** any article ’ contained in s-s. (4) of s. 1 of the Act of 1906 was 
of the widest character, and that the word “ article ” in that 
sub-section was not cut down so as to bear the restricted meaning 
which it bore in other parts of the statute. The decision of the 
learned county court judge was therefore correct, and the word 
“article ’’ in s. 1 (4) being sufficiently wide to include the 
‘** bakery sweepings "’ in question, the appeal must be dismissed. 
CounseL: J. Flowers ; erlin; Graham Mould. So.wictTors : 
Graham-Hooper & Betteridge, Brighton; Griffith, Smith, Wade 
and Riley ; Ellis & Fairbairn. 


[Reported by J. L. Dunison, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 


Division. 
Sir Henry Duke, P. 
16th January. 


SHIPPING—-SALVAGE SERVICES—DAMAGE TO SALVORS WHILE 
RENDERING SALVAGE SERVICES—ASCERTAINMENT—PRINCIPLES 
APPLICABLE. 


Where salvage services have occasioned to the salvors serious 
pecuniary loss while being very valuable to the owners of the property 
salved which is of ample value to defray the loss and pay for the 
services and leave a substantial surplus, the sum awarded to the 
— should cover their actual loss, and any additional risk 

ey ran. 


The “‘ City of Chester,” 1884, 9 P.D. 182, applied. 


This was the trial of a reference back to the Admiralty Court 
from the Court of A for the assessment of the award in an 
action of salvage. e facts were as follows: The plaintiffs 
were the owners, master and crew of the tank steamship “San 
Onofre,”’ and the defendants were the owners of the steamship 
“Melanie.” The “San Onofre,” a vessel of 9,000 tons, manned by 
forty-four hands, was voyaging from Sheerness to Avonmouth in 
water ballast. Her value was £400,000. The “Melanie”’ of 3,000 
tons was on a voyage from Glasgow to Barry Roads in ballast. 
In December, 1916, a collision occurred in the Bristol Channel 
between the two vessels, and the master and crew of the “‘ Melanie”’ 

uitted her, thinking she was sinking. The master of the “San 
re” determined to make an effort to try and salve the “ Melanie,” 
and six members of the crew of the “Melanie’”’ were induced to 
return on board and took her in tow for Barry. The “ Unania,”’ 
an armed trawler escorting the “San Onofre’”’ at the time of the 
collision, also made fast to the “ Melanie.” There was a dense f 
at the time, and during the towage the three vessels strande 
without negligence near Bucksea Point and remained fast. They 
were assisted off with tugs, and the “San Onofre” suffered damage 
from the stranding to the amount of £19,000. The “ Melanie” was 
held alone to blame for the collision, and the “San Onofre ” claimed 
salvage and asked the court in making its award to take into 
account the amount of the stranding e. The damage to 
the “ Melanie”’ from the stranding was £8,000, and her value at the 
time of the service £55,000. The case originally came before 
Bailhache, J., sitting as an additional Ity judge, and, 
being advised by the Elder Brethren that the “Melanie” when 


20th December and 


“THE MELANIE.” 
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aground was in no better position than she would have been jf 
not taken in tow by the “‘San Onofre,”’ he dismissed the 

The “San Onofre” appealed, and won the appeal, the case being 
sent back to assess the award. 

The President (Sir HENRY DUKE) in the course of a written 
judgment said: I have asked the Elder Brethren whether the 
“Melanie” was in danger of total loss when she was taken in toy 
by the “San Onofre”: whether, when she afterwards got a; 
she was in a position from which, in the weather which wa 
actually experienced, she would probably be brought into harboy 
by a tug or tugs ; and whether the risk incurred by taking the “gay 
Onofre’’ and the “‘ Melanie” into shallow water was a risk which 
it was in the circumstances necessary to incur in order to salye 
the “‘ Melanie.” The Elder Brethren’s reply to the first questions 
that the “ Melanie”’’ was in danger of total loss by sinking th 
the collision, and was exposed to the further danger of bej 
sunk by a new colliison, and that, assuming her to have teenie 
as she lay when her officers and crew had gone on board the 
**San Onofre,’ she was in imminent danger of getting ashore ing 
position from which she could only be salved at heavy cost if 
at all. Their answers to the second and third questions were iy 
the affirmative. On the matters at issue, these opinions ap 
entirely favourable to the plaintiffs. I have to consider the 
facts in the light of the advice so given, and I find in accordange 
therewith. Ascertainment of these facts, however, does not 
make an end of the difficulties of the case, because it raises jp 
a direct fashion and under somewhat extreme conditions, the 
questions which came before the Court of Appeal in the City of 
Chester, supra, of the extent to which the court in awarding com. 
pensation for salvage ought to take account of damage suffered 
in the course of the salvage services. In that case, Lindley, LJ, 
said: ‘‘ Where the salvage services have been dangerous to the 
salvors, and have occasioned them serious pecuniary loss and 
have been highly valuable to the owners of the property saved, 
and where the value of the ship and cargo saved is ample, not 
only to defray the loss sustained by the salvors in addition toa 
proper sum for the services of the master and crew of the salving 
ship, but also to leave a substantial surplus for the owner of 
the property saved, in such a case the sum to be awarded to 
the owner of the salving ship ought to be enough to cover her 
actual loss, and whatever additional risk he ran.” It is true that 
if the ‘“*San Onofre’’ had completed the intended service without 
a casualty and with the maximum of possible advantage to the 
** Melanie” an award of such an amount as was now claimed would 
have appeared excessive and unreasonable. I have not, however, 
to decide what would have been a proper award in such circum- 
stances. I have not to deal with an imminent risk, but witha 
risk which is realised in an ascertained loss. The salvage is 
by reason of this change a far more costly undertaking than it 
would otherwise have been, and it is reasonable that the recom- 
pense should be correspondingly increased. In the event of 
the loss of both vessels the intending salvors would have received 
nothing, and in the event of damage to the “ Melanie,” reducing 
her value to a trifling sum, the cost of repairs to the ** San Onofre” 
would have had to be made good by the owners. In arriving 
at my award, however, I have to bear in mind an obviouw 
precaution stated by Lindley, L.J., as follows: ‘* Of course, 
care must be taken not to fall into the error of remunerating him 
(the salvor) twice over for the same risk; he must not be 
remunerated for the risk he ran of suffering the loss, the amount 
of which is ascertained and taken into consideration as the loss 
sustained.’’ Giving effect to all the considerations which enter 
into this case I award the owners of the “‘San Onofre” £21,500, 
her master £500, and her crew £1,000.—CouNSEL: Bateson, K.C., 
and Dumas; C. R. Dunlop, K.C., and Stranger. So LictToRs: 
Thomas Cooper & Co.; Downing, Middleton & Lewis. 

[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 











The Discipline Committee. 
SOLICITORS STRUCK OFF THE ROLL. 


On the 15th inst. the Committee of the Law Society, constituted 
under the Solicitors Acts, 1888 and 1919, ordered that the names 
of the following solicitors should be struck off the Roll :— 

FRANCIS HARRIS LAVINCOURT D1GHuToN, formerly of Thetford and 
Downham Market, Norfolk, who at Norfolk Quarter Sessions last 
October pleaded guilty to fraudulently @onverting £458 and was 
sentenced to three years’ penal servitude. 

Tom DuEerpin Dutton, formerly of 80, Rochester-row, 8.Ws 
who was convicted at the Central Criminal Court last October of 
fraudulently converting £58 and was sentenced to twelve months’ 
imprisonment in the second division. 

Joun Epwarp Tucker, formerly of 5, Bedford-row, W.C., who 
was convicted at the Central Criminal Court last July of conversion 
as a trustee of £3,300 War Loan Bearer Bonds and £2,407 in 
money and was sentenced to three years’ penal servitude. 
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SOLICITORS SUSPENDED. 

RayMuND BurRRow, of 89, Chancery-lane, W.C., for two years 
for suffering a man who had ceased to be in his service to use 
his name in certain actions. 

Percy ELwick Brown, of 34, Carleton-road, Tufnell Park, 
for twelve months for misappropriating moneys belonging to 
the solicitor who employed him as managing clerk. 

Joun WILLIAM Moore, of 88, Dean-street, W., and 5, Station- 
wad, West Croydon, for twelve months for misappropriating £10 
received by him on behalf of a client, but which he had since 


paid. 








In Parliament, 


House of Lords. 


l4th February. Bills introduced and read a first time :— 
Criminal Justice Bill—Lord Chancellor. 
Administration of Justice Bill—Lord Chancellor. 

Supreme Court of Judicature (Consolidation) Bill—Lord 
Muir-Mackenzie, in moving the Second Reading, said: The Bill 
js practically the same as that which was introduced last Session 
by Lord Cave when he was on the Woolsack. It is only for the 

of sending the Bill again to the Joint Committee of both 
Houses which deals with Consolidation Bills that I make this 
Motion now. 

Viscount CAVE: Of course, we have no objection to the Second 
Reading of this Bill, and I only rise to express my satisfaction 
that Bills which are entirely non-controversial are being taken 
up by the present Government. 

Bill read a Second time. 





House of Commons. 
Questions. 
STATUTE OF INTERNATIONAL JUSTICE 
(OPTIONAL CLAUSE). 

Mr. D. SOMERVILLE (Barrow-in-Furness) asked the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs if His Majesty’s Government intends 
to sign the option Clause of the Statute of the Permanent Court 
of International Justice. which makes recourse. to the Court 
obligatory ; how many Powers have so signed this Clause ; and 
what is its exact effect. ? 

Mr. Ponsonsy: His Majesty’s Government have not yet had 
time to examine the question raised by the hon. Member, and 
Icannot make any statement of their policy in regard to it. So 
far as I am aware, twenty-one States have signed the Clause, 
and fifteen of these have ratified their acceptance of it. Acceptance 
is in some cases for five years only, and is generally subject to 
reciprocity. As regards the last part of the question, I would 
ask the hon. Member to refer to Article 36 of the Statute of the 
Court, which has been laid before Parliament (Cmd. 1981). 

ACCUSED PERSONS (BAIL). 

Mr. TREVELYAN THOMSON (Middlesbrough, W.) asked the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Home Department whether he 
is aware that, notwithstanding the circular issued by his pre- 
decessor urging magistrates to grant bail wherever practicable, 
this is not done in all cases, with the result that serious hardship 
is inflicted upon accused persons in preparing their defence ; and 
will he therefore take steps to secure that magistrates refusing 
bail shall make a Return to the Home Office stating the reasons 
for such refusal ? 

Mr. Davies: Legislation would be necessary to impose such 
an obligation on Courts of Summary Jurisdiction, and returns so 
obtained would not be likely to have any practical value. I may 
say, however, that my Department is not aware of any sub- 
stantial ground for the suggestion in the first part of the question. 

Mr. T. Tuomson: If I bring to the hon. Gentleman’s notice 
many cases of this sort, will his Department reconsider issuing 
the circular of his predecessor on this point ? : 

Mr. Davies: Yes, we will consider that. 


FINES (IMPRISONMENT FOR NON-PAYMENT). 

Mr. TuurtLe (Shoreditch) asked the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether his attention has been 
called to the fact in the Report of His Majesty’s Prison Com- 
missioners for the year ending 3ist March last that out of some 
15,000 persons committed to prison for the non-payment of 
fines more than 12,000 were not allowed time to pay; and 
whether, in view of the fact that a fine is intended to be an 
tive to imprisonment, he will cause instructions to be 

to magistrates that in all cases where persons are fined 
teasonable time should be given for the payment of the fines ? 














Feb. 23. 1924 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 68] 404 
—_——_— =— : == ; 





A Corporate Trustee ‘s"s, Family Solicitor 


As Adviser assures Efficient Management, Experience and Contiagity. 











ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE 


(Incorporated A.D. 1720) acts as 


EXECUTOR AND TRUSTEE OF WILLS 
or TRUSTEE OF SETTLEMENTS. 


Trust Funds are kept apart from the Corporation’s Funds. 
THE SOLICITOR NOMINATED BY THE TESTATOR 18 EMPLOYED. 


For full particulars apply to the Secretary— 
HEAD OFFICE: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C.3. 
LAW COURTS BRANCH: 29-30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C.1. 




















Mr. Davies: The Home Secretary cannot issue instructions 
to magistrates in a matter of this kind, but I am sending my hon. 
Friena a copy of a circular which was sent to all benches from 
the Home Ottice in May, 1922, calling attention to the desirability 
of allowing time for the payment of fines in all proper cases. 
do not think any further circular is called for at present. There 
are many cases in which, for various reasons, time cannot be 
allowed, and I would point out that the figure of 12,000 persons 
who were not allowed time and went to prison compares with 
400,000 persons who were fined and paid their fines. 





WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT, 1923. 


Mr. BAKER (Bristol, E.) asked the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether his attention has been drawn 
to the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1923,s. 4, s-s. (3) (6), which 
states that in the case of partialincapacity, if the maximum weekly 
payment would, had the incapacity been total incapacity, have 
amounted with such addition, if any,as is provided by s-s. (2) of 
s. 4, to less than 25s., the weekly payment, in the case of i 
incapacity, shall be a sum bearing the same proportion to the 
said difference as the said maximum weekly payment with such 
addition as aforesaid bears to the amount of the average weekly 
earnings of the workman before the accident; and whether, 
seeing that s. 4, s-s. (3) (6), is not likely to be understood by the 
persons to whom it applies, he will consider the possibility of 
translating s. 4 into more easily intelligible language ? 

Mr. Davies: I am aware of the difficulty in the language 
of the Statute to which my hon. Friend refers. It is hoped to 
issue shortly a revised edition of the printed Home Office Memo- 
randum on the Workmen’s Compensation Acts, and an endeavour 
will be made in that Memorandum to set out the meaning of 
the provisions in question in as plain language as possible, and 
to illustrate their effects by concrete examples. 





WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION. 

Mr. Durry (Whitehaven) asked the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Home Department if his attention has been called to 
the judgment delivered by Lord Shaw of Dunfermline in the case 
of Hewitson v. The St. Helens Colliery Company Limited ; and if, 
having regard to the very unsatisfactory way in which the judg- 
ment in that case affects a large body of workmen in regard 
to compensation for accidents, and the strong appeal made by 
Lord Shaw for legislative remedies, he will grant facilities for the 
passing of a short Act of Parliament that will ensure to the 
workers that measure of protection which they have hitherto 
possessed, and of which they are now deprived ? 

Mr. Davies: I have seen a report of the judgments in the case 
referred to by my hon. Friend, and I agree that workmen who are 
employed under the special conditions which existed in that case 
are placed in a very unsatisfactory position. The matter will 
require careful inquiry and consideration before any con i 
is reached, and as it affects chiefly the mining industry, I think it 
will be best in the first instance to confer with representatives 
of that industry and with the Mines Department on the subject. 





RENT RESTRICTIONS ACT (RATE REDUCTIONS). 

Sir J. NALL (Manchester, Hulme) asked the Minister of Health 
whether he is aware of the recent decision in the King’s Bench 
Divisional Court, in the case of a tenant named Palmer, whereby 
a tenant is prevented from eens the benefit of a reduction 
in local rates ; whether he is aware of the intention of Parliament 
that tenants should receive the benefit of such reductions in 
rates; and what steps he proposes to take ? 
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Mr. CLusE (Islington, S.) asked the Minister of Health whether, 
in view of the decision of two Judges, sitting as a Divisional Court, 
that under the Rent Restriction Act a reduction of rates does not 
legally involve a reduction of rent he will introduce legislation 


I gather that 
As I stated on 
Tuesday last the Government are considering the whole question 


to compel landlords to make such reduction ? 
Mr. WHEATLEY: I am aware of this decision. 
the case may be taken to the Court of Appeal. 


of rent. restriction. (14th February.) 


GOVERNMENT BILLS. 
Mr. Foot (Bodmin) asked the Prime Minister (1) if it is the 


intention of the Government to introduce the Criminal Justice 


Bill and Adiministration of Justice Bill during the present Session ; 


(2) Whether the Government intend to take steps during the 


present Session to consolidate the Law relating to real property ? 
THe PRIME MINISTER: Yes, Sir. 
Mr. Foor: In reference to the second question, is the right 


hon. Gentleman aware that the Law of Property Act, passed two 
years ago, comes into operation on the Ist January next, and if 


the law is not consolidated in the meantime very serious 
inconvenience will result ? 

THE PRIME MINISTER: That is one of the reasons which I had 
in mind. 


COUNTY COURTS BILL. ; 

Captain TERRELL (Henley) asked the Prime Minister whether 
he proposes to reintroduce in any form the County Courts Bill 
of the late Ministry ; and whether, in view of the urgency of the 
problem, he will take the earliest action possible to effect an 
improvement in the condition of these public officials ? 

The PRIME MINISTER: It is proposed to introduce the County 
Courts Bill as soon as the exigencies of Parliamentary time 
permit, and I hope that it may pass into law in the present 
Session. 

LAW OFFICERS (SALARIES AND FEES). 

Mr. Wricut (Lanark, Rutherglen) asked the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer the total amount received in fees, in addition 
to their salaries, by the Attorney-General and the Solicitor- 
General, respectively, for the years 1919 to 1923, inclusive, and 
also the total amount of salaries in each case ? 

Mr. GRAHAM: The figures desired by the hon. Member are 
as follow :— 

Attorney-General. 
Salary. Fees. 
£ £ s. d. 
19,512 13 10 
27,990 9 7 
24,170 13 2 
17,278 19 11 


7,000 
7,000 
7,000 
7,000 


1919-20 
1920-21 
1921-22 
1922-23 ae o4 
Solicitor-General. 
Salary. Fees. 

£ £ 8. 

9,749 6 
12,928 15 
9,723 17 
6,565 2 


1919-20 
1920-21 
1921-22 
1922-23 


6,000 
6,000 
6,000 
6,000 


BRIGHTON AND HOVE MAILS (THEFTS). 


Mr. Rawson (Brighton) asked the Postmaster-General how 
many documents have been lost during the past eighteen months 
during transit from Brighton and Hove to Somerset House for 
stamping ? 

Mr. HARTSHORN: The answer to the hon. Member’s question 
is forty-two. There were two cases of theft of mail bags during 
the period in question and the documents referred to were among 
the articles stolen. 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT, 1896. 


Sir KINGLsEY Woop (Woolwich, W.) asked the Prime Minister 
whether he proposes to introduce legislation amending the 
Friendly Societies Act, 1896,s80 as to bring it in conformity with 
8- 4 of the Industrial Assurance Act, 1923 ? 

Mr. Granam: I have been asked to reply. The Government 
propose to introduce in another place at an early date a Bill to 
deal with this matter ? 


TREATIES (RATIFICATION). 


Mr. More (Dundee) asked the Prime Minister whether it is 
his intention to make a rule of always submitting treaties with 
Foreign Powers to this House before ratification, and of giving 
ample time for an examination of the implications of such treaties 
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before they actually come before the House for discussion ; apg 
whether time can be given for the submission to the House ofa 
Motion for making this practice the recognised usage of the 
House, and for ensuring that no diplomatic arrangement, 
verbal or written understanding with a foreign State involving 
military obligations, shall be undertaken, or preparations fo 
co-operation in war between the military and naval staffs ang 
the military and naval staffs of a foreign State, shall be sanctioned 
without the express authority of Parliament ? 

. The Prime MINISTER: This subject is at present being enquired 
into. In my speech on the 12th instant 1 made some reference 
to it, and I hope I may be in a position to indicate a little mom 
fully the attitude of His Majesty’s Government on the points 
raised when introducing the Bill for carrying into effect the 
Treaty of Lausanne. (18th February.) 


ARTICLED CLERKS (STAMP DUTIES). 


Lieut.-Colonel HopGE (Preston) asked the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer if he can see his way to dispense with the necesgj 
for revenue stamping all documents now required to be stamped 
by entrants into certain of the professions, such as the £80 
stamp now required to be affixed on articles of clerkship entered 
into with a solicitor, etc. ? 

Mr. SNOWDEN: I am not able to entertain the suggestion 
made by the hon. Member. 

Lieut.-Colonel HopGE: Is the right hon. Gentleman aware 
that the necessity for paying these stamps and similar duties 
acts as a direct Government penalty on the sons of poor parents? 

Mr. SNOWDEN: I am afraid that all taxation is a hardship 
in some cases, but there has been, I understand, hardly any 
demand at all for either the reduction or the abolition of this 
tax. 


STAMP DUTY. 


Sir F. Wise (Ilford) asked the Chancellor of tle Exchequer 
the amount received from the stamp duty on foreign marketable 
securities to bearer for the years 1923, 1922, 1921 ? 

Mr. SNOWDEN: The approximate receipt of Stamp Duty from 
foreign marketable securities to bearer (at the rate of 40s. per 
cent.) has been as follows : 

Year. & 
1921-22 oe ee oe oe ° 650,000 
1922-23 es ee os aw 1,215,000 
1923-24 (nine months to December) 750,000 


PROBATION SYSTEM. 


Mr. C. Witson (Leeds, Central) asked the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Home Department how many benches of justices 
have and how many have not appointed probation officers; 
and whether any annual report on the working of the probation 
system is or can be published ? 

Mr. Davies: The latest return shows that out of 1,029 Petty 
Sessional Divisions in England and Wales, about 180 have no 
probation officers. A Report on the working of the probation 
system was published last April as Part III of the Report of 
the Chirdren’s Branch of the Home Office. (19th February.) 


Bills Introduced. 


Unemployment Insurance Bill—‘‘ to repeal proviso (2) to 
Section two of the Unemployment Insurance Act, 1923”: 
Mr. Shaw. [Bill 40.} (13th Feb.) 

Bona Fide Travellers Bill-——‘‘ to amend the Law relating to the 
sale and supply of intoxicating liquor to bona fide travellers”: 
Mr. Samuel Roberts. [Bill 42.] (19th Feb.) 


Motion. 


13th February. Protection of Home Industries.—Mr. Wardlaw 
Milne moved :— : 

“That in view of the conditions obtaining in foreign 
countries, it is necessary to safeguard more effectively industries 
in this country which are or may be seriously affected thereby 
and, with the object of providing incre&’sed employment, it is 
desirable to appoint an expert Committee to inquire into 
most effective way of dealing with this problem.” After debate 
rejected by 290 to 103. 


Bills under Consideration. 


15th February—Temperance (Water) Bill. Second Reading 
moved by Mr. Morris. After debate, Closure rejected by 229 





to 201. Debate adjourned. 
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18th February—Unemployment Insurance Bill. This Bill 
to amend the Unemployment Insurance Act, 1923. 
viso (2) to s. 2 of that Act is as follows :— 
“ Where benefit so authorizes as aforesaid has been received 
by any person in the first benefit year for periods amounting 
in the aggregate to twelve weeks, that person shall cease 
to be qualified for the receipt of benefit in that benefit year 
until the expiration of three weeks from the date on which 
the last period in respect of which benefit was payable ended.”’ 
The effect of this proviso is to impose a ‘‘ gap’ of three weeks 
yithout benefit on insured persons who have drawn uncovenanted 
benefit (i.e., benefit beyond that due in respect of contributions) 
for twelve weeks. The Bill proposes to abolish this gap in 
benefit by repealing the proviso. The provisions of the Bill 
are to come into force as from Thursday 21st February, 1924. 

The Second Reading was moved by the Minister of Labour 
(Mr. T. Shaw) who said that he had under consideration a Bill 
for the enlarging of the present Unemployment Insurance Act, 
but, since it would be technical and difficult to draft, he was 
unable for the moment to present it. The present Bill was one 
merely to deal with a pressing and immediate difficulty. After 
debate, the Bill was read a Second time without a division, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole House. 

19th February. Unemployment Insurance Bill.—Considered 
in Committee, reported without Amendment, and read a Third 
time and passed. 


New Orders, &c. 


County Court Changes. 


In pursuance of a scheme for dealing with the increase of work 
in the Metropolitan County Courts, the Lord Chancellor has 
made the following alterations in the Circuits of County Court 
Judges, which will have effect from the 19th day of January, 
viz. :— 

The appointment of Judge Bairstow to be the Judge of 
Uxbridge County Court (Circuit 34) and to be additional Judge 
at Bow, Clerkenwell, Marylebone, Shoreditch, Westminster, 
Whitechapel and Greenwich and Woolwich. 

The appointment of Leonard Mossop, Esquire, to be the 
Judge of the County Courts on Circuit 12 (Bradford etc.), 
in the place of Judge Bairstow. 

The transfer of the following County Courts from one Circuit 
to another, viz. :— 

Uxbridge from Circuit 46 to Circuit 34. 

Todmorden from Circuit 7 to Circuit 12. 
21st January. 








New Trustee Stock. 
NOTICE. 
COLONIAL Stock Act, 1900. 
(63 AND 64 VICT., CH. 62.) 
ADDITION TO LisT OF STOCKS UNDER SECTION 2. 


Pursuant to Section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the 
lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give 
notice that the provisions of the Act have been complied with 
in respect of the undermentioned stock registered or inscribed 
in the United Kingdom :— 

Southern Rhodesia 5 per cent. Inscribed Stock, 1934-49. 

The restrictions mentioned in Section 2, Sub-section 2, of the 
Trustee Act, 1893, apply to the above stock (see Colonial Stock 
Act, 1900, Section 2). 








Societies. 


United Law Society. 


A Meeting was held in the Middle Temple Common Room 
on Monday, the 11th inst., Mr. B. A. Elliman in the chair. 

Mr. W. E. Watson moved: ‘‘ That the case of Nixon v. Erith 
District Council, 1924, 1 K.B. 87, was wrongly decided.” 

Mr. 8. E. Redfern opposed. 

There also spoke : Messrs. G. G. Beazley, H. S. Wood-Smith, 
G. B. Burke, L. F. Stemp, C. E. Smalley-Baker and J. W. Morris. 

motion was lost by five votes. 
next meeting is on Monday, the 25th inst. 

The Annual Dinner was held at The Café Monico on Monday, 

dl wy ult. The Right Hon. Lord Blanesburgh, G.B.E., 


The following toasts were honoured, in addition to the loyal 


“ His Ma sty’s Judges,’ proposed by Mr. R. ©. Nesbitt, M.P., 
apa 

a ession,’’ pro r. W. B. xwell, and 
responded to by the Ear! of Fa sbury, K.C., and Mr. J. R. Yates. 
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“The United Law Society,’’ proposed by the Chairman, and 
responded to by Mr. B. A. Elliman. 

“The Visitors,’’ proposed by Mr. C. Willoughby Williams, and 
responded to by Mr. Charles Norden. 

“The Chairman,” proposed by Mr. C. E. Smalley-Baker, and 
responded to by Lord Blanesburgh. 
There were eighty-three present. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Sheffield and District Law Students’ Society. 


A meeting of the Society was held in the Law Library, Bank- 
street, Sheffield, on Tuesday, the 5th inst., with Mr. H. R. Bramley 
in the chair. 

The subject of the debate was as follows :— 

‘* A dwelling-house in an English provincial town was let on 
a lease to a practising doctor at £68 per annum and rates for a 
term of seven years which expired Ist January, 1918. The 
house remained empty till July, 1918, when it was let at £40 
per annum and rates, the tenant using it as a temperance hotel. 
In December, 1921, the tenant received a good notice to quit 
expiring in July, 1922, together with an intimation that if he 
remained on as a tenant he must do so at the ‘ standard rent ’ 
of £68 per annum, and subsequently was given notices of 
permitted increases, bringing the new rent up to £95 per 
annum. 

** The tenant refused to quit or to pay the new rent demanded. 
The landlord therefore claimed possession. 

‘‘ Is the landlord within his rights, and is the tenant failing 
to pay ‘ rent lawfully due’ under the Rent, &c., Restrictions 
Acts, 1920 and 1923?” 

Mr. F. J. Kershaw, supported by Mr. T. H. C. Penhale, led on 
behalf of the affirmative, and Mr. A. D. Slater, supported by 
Mr. R. S. Pennington, led.on behalf of the negative. On the 
debate being thrown open, an interesting discussion took place 
in which all members present, except one, participated. After 
an excellent summing up by the Chairman, the question was put 
to the vote, when it was answered in the affirmative by nine 
votes to two. 

The Annual Dance of the Society was held on Friday, the 8th 
inst., at the Nether Edge Hall. Many law students and their 
friends were present and enjoyed a delightful evening. 





Law Students’ Debating Society. 


At a joint debate held at University College, Gower Street, 
with the University of London Faculty of Laws me on 
Tuesday, the 5th day of February, 1924 (Chairman, Mr. V. R. 
Aronson). The subject for debate was :—*‘ That, in the opinion 
of this House, present methods of litigation fail to secure the due 
administration of justice.” Mr. Osborne, of the University of 
London, opened in the affirmative, and Mr. W. S. Jones (L.S.D.S.), 
opened in the negative. The following members also spoke : 


Messrs. I. R. Amphlett, H. Shanly, J. W. Morris, C. W. Docking, ° 


and J. H. G. Buller. The opener having replied, the motion 
was carried by the chairman’s casting vote. 

At a meeting of the Society held at The Law Society’s Hall on 
Tuesday, the 19th inst. (Chairman, Mr. J. W. Morris), the subject 
for debate was : ‘‘ That this House regards with alarm the present 
state of Anglo-French relations.” Mr. R. D. C. Graham opened 
in the affirmative. Mr. P. R. Oliver opened in the negative. 
The following members also spoke: Messrs. J. H. G. Buller, 
V. R. Aronson, J. F. Chadwick, J. R. Amphlett, B. J. B. Ezard 
Davies, H. T. Cooper, Noel Berridge and Mr, Sherwell, The 
opener having replied, the motion was carried by five votes. 

The secretaries wish to draw the attention of readers to 
the fact that ladies are now eligible as members of this Society. 
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Stock Exchange Prices of certain 
Trustee Securities. 


Next London Stock Exchange Settlement, 


Bank Rate 4%. 
Thursday, 6th March. 





, oy 
OR. 
20th Feb, | ¥imED. 

















English Government Securities. | 8s. a. 
Consols 2} => os a oe 563 | 4 8 6 
War Loan 5% 1929-47 ée e oe 1064 | 5 0 0 
War Loan 43% 1925-45... “ oe 964 4138 0 
War Loan 4% (Tax free) 1929-42 .. ee 1024 |318 0 
War Loan 3 Ist March 1928 .. ae 954 |313 0 
Funding 4% Loan 1960-90 es oe 87 412 0 
Victory 4% Bonds (available at par for 

Estate Duty) ve Se - se 90 }xd.) 4 0 
Conversion 34% Loan 1961 or after 0 75% 412 0 
Local Loans 3% 1912 or after ee ee 644 | 413 6 

5 
5 
5 
5 


_ 
a2noro whew 
—) 











India 53% 15th January 1932... an 993 
India 44% 1950-55 .. ee a - 84} | 0 
ee CS cy as ts, ek | 0 
India83% «.. va - we os 55% | 0 
Colonial Securities. | 
British E. Africa 6% 1946-56 -" ++ | 109}xd.;5 9 6 
Jamaica 44% 1941-71 ee ee ° 044 415 O 
New South Wales 5% 1932-42 .. oo | 083 |5 1 6 
New South Wales 44% 1935-45 .. oo) ae |} 419 0 
Queensland 44% 1920-25 .. a .. | 983 | 411 6 
8. Australia 34% 1926-36 .. ae ee | 882 14 8 O 
Victoria 5% 1932-42 ee ee -- | 1003 |419 6 
New Zealand 4% 1929... > -- | 953 |4 4 0 
Canada 8% 1938 .. oe ee oo | 81 815 0 
Cape of Good Hope 34% 1929-49 .. oe 80 4 7 0 
Corporation Stocks. | 
Ldn. Cty. 24% Con. Stk. after 1920 at | 
option of Corpn. .. .s| B&B 414 0 
Ldn. Oty. 3% Con. Stk. after 1920 at | 
option of Corpn. .. ee ee -- | 633 | 415 0 
Birmingham 3% on or after 1947 at option | 
of Sos oe oe ee -- | 6 (|418 6 
Bristol 3 1925-65 ee ee oo-| TER 1418 0 
| 7 es ee |) 41 6 
lasgow ee ee ee 73 3 8 0 
Liv 134% on or after 1942 at option ' 
of ‘ ad on he 744/414 0 
3% on or after 1941 .. oe 644 | 413 0 
Newcastle 3}/ irredeemable ealeerngrs 74 |415 0 
Nottingham 3% irredeemable .. .. 64 (414 0 
ae 920-60 ee ee we 69 a 
0.0. 34% 1927-4 ee es 803 |4 7 0 
Railway Prior Charges. 
Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture .. oe 823 |417 0 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Rent Charge oe 102 | 418 0O 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Preference .. ee 101 | 419 O 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Debenture .. 817 | 418 0 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. 804 419 0 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Ist Preference 80 (|5 0 0 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Debenture ae 82 4 17 6 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Guaranteed... 814 |418 0 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Preference oh 80 |5 0 0 
Southern Railway 4 benture oe 81 419 0 
Southern Railway 5% Guaranteed ee 101 419 0 
Southern Railway 5% Preference - 994 | 5 0 6 


Mr. Thomas Phelps, of Onslow-gardens, Kensington, S.W., 
and late of ona baer Southampton, formerly senior partner 
in Messrs. Phelps, Si ck and Biddle, solicitors, Aldermanbury, 
E.C., who died on 5th December, left a fortune of £233,360, 
with net personalty £232,251. He left £100 to the Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Institution and £100 to the United Law Clerks’ 


Society. 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 





WEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
yorerr Tax CLams ov THe Mippiesex Hosrirat, 
Wich ™% URGENTLY mm NEED oy Funps yor 1ts Humane Worx, 





Obituary. 


Sir R. B. Dyke Acland, K.C. 


We regret to record that Sir Reginald Brodie Dyke A 
K.C., Judge Advocate of the Fleet, died on Monday in Londo, 
at the age of sixty-seven. He was working in London ¢j 
Wednesday last week, when he was taken ill with pneumonig 

A man of wide interests, always ready to give his 
help to any individual or cause, Acland, says The Times, b 
with him not only common sense and discretion, but abi 
of no mean order and thoroughness and energy that could ng 
be surpassed. He was always interested in the sea and naval 
matters, and found his work as Junior Counsel to the Admi 
and afterwards, when he “took silk,” as Judge Advocate of 
the Fleet, thoroughly congenial to him. He gave to th 
innumerable but sometimes apparently small matters b 
before him in the latter position the same attention and patient 
investigation that he gave to the many very important questing 
often involved, and to every matter that he took up, professig; 
or otherwise. He served for many years on the Bar Co 
and on the Committee of the Barristers’ Benevolent Associatj 
but his interests were not confined to his own profession, gs 
many among a wide circle of friends will gratefully remember 
For many years his home has been at Cold Ash, near Newbury. 
where he rejoiced in his garden and carpenter’s shop, in both of 
which his skill and knowledge were almost professional. 

A member of the ancient Devonshire family of Acland, he 
was a first cousin of the Right Hon. Sir A. H. D. Acland, the 
present baronet of Columb John. The fifth son of Sir He 
Wentworth Acland, M.D., F.R.S., first baronet of Oxford, who 
was for many years Regius Professor of Medicine at Oxford, 
he was a brother of Admiral Sir W. A. Dyke Acland, Bt., and 
of Dr. Theodore Dyke Acland, the eminent physician. Born on 
18th May, 1856, he was sent to Winchester, and went up to 
University College, Oxford, where he obtained honours in classiea] 
moderations and in the final school of law. He was called tg 
the Bar by the Inner Temple, of which he was elected a bencher 
in 1915, and went the Oxford Circuit. From 1897 to 1904, 
when he ‘“ took silk,’’ he was junior counsel to the Admiralty, 
and was then appointed Judge Advocate of the Fleet. He 
was counsel for Great Britain at the North Sea Inquiry in 1905, 
In 1901 he was appointed Recorder of Shrewsbury, and was 
transferred to Oxford in 1903. 

Sir Reginald, who was knighted in 1914, was formerly 
treasurer of the Barristers’ Benevolent Association, and had 
also taken an active interest in hospital work, having been 
for eight years chairman of the Hospital Saturday Fund. Ih 
Berkshire he will be much missed. He took a great interest 
in hospital work in the district of Newbury and also in all county 
affairs, being chairman of Quarter Sessions. A fortnight ago 
he presided at a meeting of the village sports club. He married 
in 1885 Helen, daughter of the Rev. Thomas Fox, rector of 
Temple Combe, Somerset ; she survives him with two sons and 
two daughters. 








Legal News. 


Information Required. 


CHALMERS, FREDERICK CHARLES, of Richmond Lodge, 
Richmond-road, Worthing, formerly of 4, Gordon-villas, Gordon- 
hill, Enfield ; Parkfield, Blackborough-road, Redhill ; Rosebank, 
Furze-lane, Purley ; and of Messrs. Crockers & Sons, Friday- 
street, E.C., who died on the 7th day of January, 1924. 

Any solicitor or other person having prepared or having any 
knowledge of a Will of the above-named deceased are reques' 
to communicate with Messrs. Charles & Malcolm, Solicitors, 
Worthing. 

In the High Court of Justice, Probate Division (The Principal 
Registry )._—LADY ALBERT (GRACE) LEVESON GOWER, D: 

The above Lady having died on the 26th day of December, 1923, 
and it being necessary to ascertain whether the deceased 

a Will since the year 1876, any person having in his or her 
possession a Will made by the deceased sigce that year is requ 

to communicate with Messrs. Nicholl, Manisty & Co., 1, Howard: 
street, Strand, London, W.C.2. . 





Honours and Appointments. 

Mr. J. ©. Fenton, K.C., has been appointed to be Solicitor 
General for Scotland. Mr. John Charles Fenton was admitted 
member of the Faculty of Advocates in 1904, and took silk last 
year. 
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Feb. 23. 1924 


Me. Parrick HASTINGs, K.C., M.P., Attorney-General, and 
Henry HERMAN SLEsSER, K.C., Solicitor-General, have 
od the honour of Knighthood. 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANOE ON 




















k . 
e Acland, Business Change. Date EMERGENCY Covet Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
in London : ROTA. No. 1. Eve. ROMER. 
ondon il] _ Suites & Co. (J. R. Yates, G. E. S. Davis and | Monday Feb. = >. Hicks Beach Mr. Ritchie Mr. fan Mr. More 
meumonia, MW. H. White), of 15, Bedford-row, London, W.C., Solicitors, beg | = ns 4 — ee Beach Joll amd 
iS Personal Mato announce <~ ny have acquired the practice of Messrs. | Thursday ..... 2 olly Bloxam ore Jolly 
- brought a. Mylne Bark - & Co., carried on at the same address for | Friday ...--.. 29  Ritehio = Jolly joy 
1 *. . - . u y are 
abilities [ome fifty years, under which last-mentioned style that practice Da Mr. Justice Mr Jostice Mr. _—™ Mr. Justice 
could not wl be continued. ASTBURY. P. O. La RUSSELL. TomMLIN. 
and naval Montag Feb. = Mr. end Beach Mr. Synge Mr. Ritchie 
. et | , aed ioxam Hicks Beach Ritchie —- 
lvocate of jm The following changes in the sittings of magistrates have been — Hicks Beach Shekite 8 
ve to the They are due to the recent retirement, through ill-health, 29 Hicks Beach Bloxam Synge Ritchie 
S brought feo Mr. E. T. d’Eyncourt, of the Marlborough-street Police Court. | Saturday’ March © ‘Bloxam Hicks Beach = Ritchie Synge 
id pation, fe H. L. Cancellor, now at the Marylebone Police Court, goes | cree ong po MagsTt ake? 
question, fo Marlborough-street; Mr. J. G. Hay Halkett, of Lambeth, Le eat FOR INSU RANGE.—It is. very essential that all Policy Holders should 
essio le Marylebone ; Mr. Samuel Fleming, of Greenwich and Wool- ines. ond in case of yh: i 4 suffer R 
ur Cound] gich, to Lambeth ; and Mr. A. J. Tassell, formerly ee (Cimir Dy, 28 Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers and 
Pe Sheerness and now magistrate at Lambeth ertabliahed ovet 100 years) have a staff of Veluwe, and will be gind 
sociation, gt Chatham and | agistrate at Lambeth, to | {)"sdvieo those desiring valuations for ture, 
y c any purpose. ewels, plate, furs, furni 
ession, a, pumenwich and Woolwich. | works of art, brio-a-brac a speciality. (ADV?) . 
eMember —_—— 
Newbury, , 
’ . 7 
n both Wi N London Gazette—FRDaY, February 15. HILL, Joun, Rochdale, Engineer. Rochdale. Pet. Feb. 13. 
' . inding -up otices. | Hewitt Fletcher Smith Ltd. British Legion (Lancaster) pega lh 
‘land, be | Newhaven Silica Co. Ltd. Club Ltd. Jongs, JaMES M., Great Portland. Theatrical Tutor. 
land, JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. Alder & Co. Ltd. Palace Picture House (Ports- | _ High Court. Pet. Feb. 11. Ord. Peb. it 
land, LIMITED IN CHANOERY. Cyanide Vacuum Filter Co. mouth) Ltd cm, ase, ee, Grocer. Bangor. Pet. Feb. 11. 
ir Henry RS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE | | Ltd. Biascheck Patents Ltd. Ord. Feb. 
ord, who UQUIDATOR A KE BEFORE a pas Rents & Policies = Alder Ltd. JUDD, seni Fringford, — Coal Merchant. Banbury. 
Oxt, | td. meee Lassen, Hijort & Menzies Ltd. Pet. Feb. 13. Ord. Feb. 1 
B ord, London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Februsry 15. Rumney Steamship Co. Ltd. The Direct Advertising Co. | Kimpy, ERNEST, New he Ae Draper. Sheffield. 
+» and : : ; oe ~ - Ltd. Pet. Jan. 21. Ord. Feb. 11 
Uxmper THEATRES LTD. March 18. Edmund Birks, Jurgens & Campbell Ltd. The British Binderit Co. Ltd. eigen , eatin Ladies’ Outfitter. Sunde 
nt Tn on %, Myddleton-rd., Uxbridge. se . Watson s Advertising Agency Colwick Building Co. Ltd. LEVY, REBEKAH, West Hartle . m wi: 
UP fo HB gmuiey & Co. (SwiNTON) Lp. March 25. Ernest Smith, Ltd. The Hotel Restaurant and land. Pet. Jan. 28. Ord. Feb. 13. 
c 7, Grimshaw-st., Burnley. Thompson & Clemence Ltd. Club Supply Co. Ltd MINCHIN, FREDERICK ng ce reoens Heath. Brighton. 
called to [gmt Buxprntr Co. Lr. March 21. E.M.G. Ruddock, Aberdaron Motor Omnibus J. J. Middleton & Co. (Shaw) | _ Pet. Jan. 2. Ord. Feb. 1 
bencher Binderit Works, Wharf-rd., Wandsworth, 8.W. Co. Ltd Ltd. NORSWORTHY, FREDERICK x, Millom, Cumberland, Draper. 
to 1904 FATHER es » pee 31. James Rhodes, 109, —- ‘Signs & Carriers > a, & Miller Sick and Whitehaven. Pet. Feb. 12. Ord. Feb, 12. 
Qolmore-row, Birmingham. urial Society. ILLIAM, Lag 1 General Deale 
‘miralty, TMATRE-DE-LUXE (SOUTHEND-ON-SEA) LrD. March 15. | C. i. MacGuinness Co.Ltd. Great Central Haulage Co. oo Pet. feb id. Ord Ord. Feb. 12 if 
d 1.8. B. Hole, Monument-house, Monument-st., E.C.3. | Alan Bell Ltd. Ltd. 
- He Mrgmesus & Sevawick Lrp. Feb. 23. John F. Heap, | Tattersall & Sedgwick Ltd. —_V. G. S. Syndicate (1914) Ltd. | PRRKINS, ARTHUR, Brighton, Builder. Brighton. Pet. 
in 1905, 1, Yorke-st., Burnley. Uxbridge Theatres Ltd. Great Yarmouth Steam eb 11. Ord. Feb. me 
and was sata CLaUS LTD. March 31. James Rhodes, 109, Colmore- | The British Chemical Trade Drifters Ltd. PICKERILL, OLIVER, Om i oe Victualler. Wor- 
row, Birmingham. i Association Esdaile & Co. Ltd. cester. Pet. Feb. 1. Ord. 
ormerly London Gazette —TuEspAY, February 19 Onna 8) Stokes Oohrent Gleb Sa ten pet. ree ie WinLAM 0 Letchworth, 
° 1d and 5. se-On- i Tren u rs . 
nd had g/L. Pumstizy & Co. Lrp. March 12. N. R. Dickinson, | Ltd. Roperts, Ropert J., Lianilyfni, Baker. Bangor. Pet 
200, Swan-arcade, B i. } ’ , ’ ° . 
ng been cumpins (Lamps) Lip. Poh 20. Joseph Butler, c/o Simpson London Gazette-—TUESDAY, February “ ne ng oe Lincs, Farmer. Nottingham: 
nd. In and Curtis, City-chmbrs., East-par., Leeds. a) | Marjorie Barber & Co. Ltd. Romney Press Lt — F Ree rd. ” 
i jay Hanson Ltp. March 25. Horace Cawood, 68, Eyre-st., | Geo. H. Scorrer Ltd. The Sile: eb. 9. Ord. Feb. 9 
nterest Sheffie Acems Sts nt Burglar | RosewrHaLL, Cyril, Liverpool, Hatter. Liverpool. Pet 
| county Pape MINING Co. Ltp. March 31. W. W. Casson Lit 1 Ltd. Irish Fas sane & Weavi: Jan. 23. Ord. Feb. 3 : 
ght ago ee s.. Whitehaven. H. Vernon Lindsey Ltd. ‘o. Ltd z ’ fo a “Seen ten — eS 
. TON SHIPPING Co. Ltp. March 19. F. W. Marti 2 » Gaonea, pre ~~ 
——- 4, Fenchurch-av., E.C, ‘ ‘“ SS er Walter Newbold oo Baace, Guones E, Letchworth, Builders. Laten. Fut. 
Fisk, BRowN & BayLey Lrp. April 4. R. A. Felton, | The General Rice G Feb. 12. Ord. Feb. 12. 
ns and 131, Edmund-st., Birmingham. Ramsden bog Works — Preston Steams Neviestion Co —— —— W., pig aN 
Willys-Overland Ltd. (1922) Ltd. ape OF 4 
R, JOSEPH, Radcliffe, Lancs, Dyer. Bolton. 
. } Feb. 12. “Ord. Feb. 12. 
Resolutions for Winding-up | Seep ieee Heb. 1 Ord b < basgpena stent 
Voluntarily B Pet. Feb. 11 Ord. Feb. Tl 
| ankruptcy OLICES. | sureton ras’, elon 
TON, FRANK E., Leicester, Hack Master. Leicester. 
London Gazette.—Furpay, February 8. Pet. Feb. 12. Ord. Feb. 12." 
Dematic Science Wares Co. Minterne Steamship Co. Ltd. RECEIVING ORDERS. a on ree is pare fore 
m. Hopwood & Co. Ltd. REGINALD | rimsby Tailor Grimsby 
Slices Motors Ltd. Malcolm Pennock Ltd. | London Ga:ette.—FRiDAY, February 15. ae _— 2 cam 
. Tee Eureka Coated Board Co. Gascoigne & Foster Ltd. | ALLAN Cuartes J 2 ymouth —_ Feb i. 1. Ord. Feb. 1 Painter ‘arwick. 
sre Ld. a ae Whiteheads (Rochdaic) Ltd. | “"en'12 Ord Feb. ne — Re hei hiss 
‘riday. — 8.8. Ivy Leaf Fg Few eedhy Rettie © BERLYN, ARTHUR, a Merchant Shipper. Man- | TRavis, Tuomas, Shaw, Licensed Victualler. Oldham. 
Y BF viliam Collin & Son Lta a | chester. Pet. Jan. 18. Ord. Feb. Pet. Feb. 11. Ord. Feb. a 
& Co. (Pt . : | BURKE, PATRICK, Edli pric: het Sheffield, | TRUMAN, PERcy, Burton-on- , oe Dealer. Burton- 
1g ang ee. ¢ 10togra phic Poteanton Motor Co. Ltd. | Pet. Feb. 12. oat fon a on-Trent. Pet. Feb. * Ord. Feb. 1 
Li ctric Theatres WALLER, WILLIAM and J en, Foams, W Luton, Stra 
uested ML. J. Argentine Estates (Rotherhithe) Ltd. | CHURCH, FRANCIS W., Sidcup. Rochester. Pet. Jan. 1. Hee Manufact a Pet. Feb. 8. Ord. Feb. + 
citors, ft ul. Raleigh Syndicate Lid. | Ord. Feb. 11. ARWICK, FREDERICK, Lancaster, Mi Dealer. 
| ye wey Ltd. The Worcester Roller Skating | CoaLr, mene ©. Reading, Tailor. Reading. Pet. Feb. 11. Preston. Pet. Feb. 13. Ord. Feb. 13 : 
Pressed Metal Syndicate | Rink Co. Ltd. | Ord. il. Warsox, Joun C., 5 Licensed Victualler. Salford. 
incipal #F Me Automobile © The Simplex Polish Co. Ltd. | Cops, Masten, Holborn-viaduct, Civil Engineer. High . Feb. 12. Ord. Feb. 22. 
01 pchdale ‘ourt. t. Nov. 7. 
ceased, aniititd 6 =H ee a, Fe Pet. Jan. 3. Ord WHtrs, ALsus® I. Outen Giateod, Stade, Builder. — 
. 1928, ella Products Ltd. British Woollen Trades Feb. 12. i j woop Saaeen ©. F Blaydon, Durham. Baker. Newcastle- 
mene Bloxwic ee ry Oo. Tea. “ Bxport Corporation Led. Busey, Tou, 9 Strand, Inventor. High Court. Pet. Dee. 19. upon-Tyne. Pet. Feb. 11. Ord. Feb. 11. 
Schneider 3 1 . B. Taylor & Son Ltd. WooLr, ALPRED and MITCHELL, J. B. M., Furriers, 
or her oes aan February 12. | Frost, WALTER, Romford, Commerlal Traveller. Chelms- ditch. ‘nigh ¢ Court. Pet. Feb. 1, © rd. Feb. 11. nop 
iested Lk so | ford. Pet. Nov. 17. Ord. Feb. 12 WORTHINGTON, FRANK, Ga’ , Farmer. Mac- 
ward: Tetaeh & Co Kdgar Roscoe & Co, Ltd. GALLINDOSS, AARON, Grafton-st., Dealerin Rugs and Carpets. clesfield Feb. 
Orion Publicity Service Fansh By gy BR: = 
, led. nshaw & Shurmer Ltd. | High Court. Pet. Jan 9. Ord. Feb. 13. Wrer, ALFRED G. Coach Builder 
B - * > - Sheffield. 
Central Motor Co. (Barry) ie ae nee. GAUNT, REGINALD H., Preston, Auctioneer. Preston. Pet. Pet. Feb. 12. Ord. Feb, 12. 
Ltd. : The Saddloworth Carriers Ltd. | onan tag é wich, Tae eee ee 
Betarrett Led The » Highworth Motor Hiring | Feb. 9. Ord. re. oS Penta, Int. BA} She, J 
. Ltd, ‘ Gorr, Sana H., , ae Paddington, Resta Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
| Mpaets Trust Lt rwoin oe Combination | keeper. High Court. Pet Te. 11. Ord. Feb. 11. ag eg 10, 1923. 
citoe B yg Steamship Ltd Manufacturing Co. Ltd. GRAINGER, CHARLES, Shirebrook, Destyehine Decorator, | DONNALLY, JOSEPH, Dentist, Nottingham. 
ited ® fi Masnienn?y & Son Ltd. Harwood & Coope Ltd Nottingham, Pet. Feb. 18. Ord. Bob. 13. "| 3 Bee 6 ee Ge oe 
k lat HE 4.25. Hopkinson & Co. Ltd, Skewon & District “Agricul- | Pet Hebe 1 OMe Reb ae Merchant, Liverpool. | Amended pee eee =. ta the 
Rivumait tural Association Ltd. Wnt, Saavxt, Padinam, Baker, Burnley, Pot. Feb. 1 ot Hen 
Mears me. le y. . 1, a =e a Swansea, Draper. Swansea. Pot. Jan. 8. 
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HOSPITALS AND CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS. 





BRITISH HOME 


AND HOSPITAL FOR 


INCURABLES. 


Crown-lane, Streatham, London, S.W.16. 


Founded for the Relief 
of Sufferers of the 
MIDDLE CLASSES, 


LEGACIES, 
SUBSCRIPTIONS, 
DONATIONS 


much needed and earnestly solicited. 
Patroness—Hen MasesTY QUEEN ALEXANDRA. 
Patroe—His Royal Hicuwess THe Prince 
oy WALES. 

President—Mia Grace The DvkE oF PoRTLAND, K.G. 
Secretary—EpGaR PENMAN. 
Orrices—72, CHEAPSIDE, LONDON, 8.0.2. 

Bankers—BaRoLays Bank LIMITED. 


and 


Foundling Hospital 








23,749 UNWANTED CHILDREN 


have been Maintained, Educated, and made 
inte _ Citizens. 
EEN noe 


earnestly solicited. 
DLING 
HOSPITAL GUILFORD STREET, W.C. 


LEGACIES 


are earnestly solicited in favour of the 


ALEXANDRA ORPHAN 
(Incorporated a8 the Orphan Working Schoot 


OF MAITLAND Park, nommenat Hi, N.WS. : 
which maintains over Children 
from ali parts of 7 the country, 
President : H.R.H. The Prince of Wales, KG, 
Treasurer : The Rt. Hon. Lord Marshall, PC. KON 
Full particulars and Form of Bequest from the Secrets 
Mr. Fred. J. Robinson, A.C.1.8., 73, Cheapside, ] 


+ 








FOUNDED 1860. 


PLEASE HELP WITH 
DONATION OR 


institution 
Stray Dogs and C 


Secretary: @, GUY 8. RO! 





The Royal Merchant 


Seamen’s Orphanage, 


BEAR WOOD, WOKINGHAM. 
(Formerly of Snaresbrook.) 
FOUNDED 1827. 
PATRON: 
His Majesty THE KING. 
TREASURER! 


Lord INCHCAPE, G.CS.I., G.C.M.G., &c. 


OCHAIRMAS | 
Sir THOMAS L. DEVITT, Bart. 


Three thousand seven hundred and eighty eight poue 
children of ca: , Officers and men of the M 
Marine have brought up in these Schools, po 
hundred and eighteen are at present in residence, i, 
nearly one hundred whose fathers lost their lives by 
enemy submarines and mines. 

Upwards of seven hundred men and officering 
Merchant Vessels that stood between the and famine 
during the war received their training in this National 
Institution. 


Contributions will be thankfully received. 
Seéretary: F. W. RAWLINSON, C.B.E. 


Offices : Dixon House, Lioyd’s-avenue, 
London, E.C.3. 


LEGACIES. 


The Salvation Army requires £500,000 a year for 
the maintenance of ite 10,000 centres of work, 
each one of which is in daily operation, and for 
necessary extensions. 

Funds yee urgently needed to enable General 
} ny - SY CSS SYS GE CE GND 


a = ET - Peay , such 
asthe General Evangelical Wo the —— 
Army, or for its Social Work amongst the 

Rescue and Child Welfare a L Long =A Bors 
and Girls in difficult circu 


Work, Work am Lepers, 5 Mec ond’ Educs 
tional Work in = Countries 


LEGACIES ARE SPECIALLY REQUESTED. 








Legacy Forms, Reports and Annual Balance 

Sheets, which have always been published. sent 

on application. 

ae Sone spe fty Law 
Courts Branch,” and sent to Genera! Booth. 


THE SALVATION ARMY, 


Queen Victoria Street, London, E.C.4. 





Royal Northern “’” Hospitals 


HOLLOWAY 


CITY wera. Tks 


CLACTON. 


In spite of a Policy of Rigid Economy the 
Accumulated Debt now amounts to 


£50,000 


70 beds have been closed. 


Will you send us a donation to help re-open 
the beds and alleviate the sickness and distress 
of hundreds of people in the North of London ? 


Donations, large or small, 


will be gratefully acknowledged by 


Gilbert G. Panter, Secretary, Royal Northern Hospital, Holloway, N.7. 


CANCE 


HOSPITAL 


(FREE). 


FULHAM ROAD, LONDON, S.W.3, © 
(Incorporated under Royal Charter.) 4 
No Letrers. No Payment. — 
The Only Special Hospital in London 
For the Treatment of Cancer. 


Fully equipped and specially staffed for the 
better treatment and research into the causes 

of cancer. 4 
A certain number of beds are provided for 7 
advanced cases, who are kept comfortable 
and free from —_ 


DONATIONS AND LEGACIES © 
ARE EARNESTLY SOLICITED. 





Funds are Needed for the Research Institute 
and for the Electrical and Radio-Therapeutic 
Departments. 4 


Bankers—Coutts & Co., 440, Strand, W.C.2. 
Secretary—J. Courtney Buchanan C.B.E. 








MORAVIAN MISSIONS. 


For nearly 200 years Moravian Missionaries haw 
carried the Gospel to the darkest places of the earth. — 

Their self-denying, plogpering, Protestant leben vi 
been, and are being, greatly blessed among the bh 

An increased annual income of £2,500 needed for rf 
occupation of Mission Stations in E.C. Africa. 


LEGACIES AND CONTRIBUTIC 


much needed and earnestly solicited. Address, # 
Rev. EDGAR SwaInson, London Association in aid 
Moravian Missions, 7, New Court, Lincoln’s Inn, W.C 





Applications respecting Advertising on this page should be addressed: Messrs. HOOPER & BATTY, Ltd., Advertising Contractors, 15, Walbrook, London, E.C.4. 











